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WITHERBY & CO. 


(ESTABLISHED 1740). 


LAW & GENERAL STATIONERS, 
COMPANIES’ & PARLIAMENTARY 
PRINTERS. 


326, HIGH HOLBORN, 
LONDON, W.C, 


Telephone: HOLBORN 92. 
Telegrams: “WHEREBY, LONDON.” 





LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 





ESTABLISHED 1836. 





FUNDS a es ee - £ 5,500,000 
INCOME - - - - £722,000 
YEARLY BUSINESS - - £ 2,790,000 
BUSINESS IN FORCE - $21,000,000 


THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wrrnovr Prorrrs. 
The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 





Age { Premium 
20 | 4£178°%, 


Age | Premium | Age Posten 
30 | 116%, | 40 | 42 10%, 














41,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 
Valuation at 24 p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 





30 yrs. | 40 yrs. | 
£1,724 | 62,067 | 


Duration 





| 10 yrs. 20 yrs. | 


Amount of Policy | _ £1,199 ~ $1,438 





Full information on application to 
_THE MANAGER, 10, FLEFT STREET, LONDON. 
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Current Topics. 


The Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 

Tats association, which was founded in 1858, is to celebrate its 
jubilee this year. An earnest appeal is being made for increased 
support to the reliable income of the association by new annual 
subscriptions, and the Jubilee Festival has been fixed for Thursday, 
the 18th of June, at the Hotel Metropéle, when the chair will be 
taken by Sir Jonn Hottams. 


Mr. Warmington, K.C. 


WITH REGARD to our remarks last week on Mr. WARMINGTON’S 
retirement, we are glad to learn that it extends only to court 
work, the stress of which he finds too heavy. As regards 
chamber work and arbitrations his services will still be available. 


A Novel Procedure. 


A novetty in procedure, which should apparently be brought 
to the notice of the Bar Council, is to be observed in the issue of 
the Weekly Notes for the 8th inst., where it is stated that 
Warginoion, K.C., appeared recent!y on an appeal from his 
own decision, as WakagtnoTon, J., in the court below. It is, 
however, some satisfaction to find that he seems, on the same 
authority, to have appeared for the respondents, and not for the 
appellants, and to have successfully supported his own judgment. 


The New K.C.’s, 


THE FOLLOWING are the names and dates of calls to the bar of 
the new King’s Counsel: Mr. C. T. Gris, Western Circuit, 
1874; Sir Toomas Rateron, 1877 ; Mr. A. B. Barrstow, North- 
Eastern Circuit (Leeds), 1878; Mr. L. De Gruruer, 1885; Mr. 
E, Lewis Tuomas, Midland Circuit, 1885 ; Mr. G. R. Askwita, 
Western Circuit, 1886; Mr. J. J. Parrrtr, Midland Circuit 
(Birmingham), 1887; Mr. E. W. Martetut, Chancery Bar, 
1888; Mr. C. M. Bartaacue, South Wales Circuit, 1889; the 
Hon. Frank Russert, Chancery Bar, 1893; Mr. E. A, 
Mitcuec.-Innes, North-Eastern Circuit, 1894; Mr. A. Grant, 
Chancery Bar, 1894; Mr. E. G. Heumeaepr, M.P., Northern 
Cireuit, 1897; Mr. J. A. Stmon, M.P., Western Circuit, 1899; 
and Mr. F. E. Smirn, M.P., Northern Circuit, 1899. 


The Prosecution for Blasphemy. 


Tre case of Rex v. Harry Boulter, before Paitimore, J., 
at the Central Criminal Court, in which the defendant pleaded 
guilty to an indictment charging him with the erg ne of 
profane and blasphemous words, is of more than ordinary interest, 
inasmuch as there is no instance of a similar prosecution in this 
country since Reg. v. Ramsay and Foote, tried before Lord 
Coreriner, C.J., in 1883. The prosecution, according to the 
statement of the Home Secretary in the House of Commons, was 
instituted because it was n to protect the public against 
grossly indecent and ribald language used in a publ ec street, 
language of such a character as to shock and outrage the feelings 
of those passing in the street, and, if persisted in, to render a 
breach of the peace inevitable. Many similar offences can be, 
dealt with under the Police Acts, but in this case the police were 
advised that only procedure under the Blasphemy Act (9 & 10, 
Will. 3,c. 32) was available. It is worthy of notice that in 9 
vast territory like that of India, with great variety of race, 
religion, and customs, the Legislature has in more recent years, 
found it necessary to enact a similar law for the protection of 
the public. The Indian Penal Code of 1860, c. 15, s. 298, 
provides that whoever, with the deliberate intention of wounding, 





203 | the religious feelings of any person, utters any word or makes 
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any sound in the hearing of that person, or makes any gesture in 
the sight of that person, or places any object in the sight of that 
person, shall be punished with imprisonment for a term which 
may extend to one year, or with fine, or with both’ The original 
framers of the Code say, in reference to this section: “In framing 
this clause we had two objects in view; we wish to allow all 
fair latitude to religious discussion, and at the same time to 
prevent the professors of any religion from offering, under the 
pretext of such discussion, intentional insults to what is held 
sacred by others; we do not conceive that any person can be 
justifed in wounding with deliberate intention the religious 
feelings of his neighbours by words, gestures, or exhibitions.” 


English Insurance Companies and the Earthquake 
in Jamaica, 

Tae acrions against English insurance companies for claims 
connected with the earthquake in Jamaica, which were tried 
during the month of December last, will probably be the subject 
of appeals to the Privy Council. It will be remembered that in 
each case the policy contained a condition exonerating the 
company f:om liability for fires caused by earthquake. The jury 
in each case, after a protracted trial, brought in a verdict for the 
plaintiffs, finding, in answer to questions put to them by the 
presiding judge, that the fire in each case broke out before the 
earthquake, and was not caused by it. A motion for a new trial, 
on the ground that the verdict was against the weight of 
evidence, has since been rejected by the Supreme Court of 
Jamaica. In one case the whole bench concurred in the 
decision, in the other the Chief Justice dissented. The jury 
in these cases consisted of seven persons only, and we 
understand that the jurors were summoned from the coloured 
population. The amount of the claims is large, and the 
companies being dissatisfied with the decision of the 
Colonial court, propose to lay their case before the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council. The question will, of course, 
be one of fact, were the verdicts against the weight of evidence ? 
The practice of the Judicial Committee with regard to new trials 
is stated in the judgment in Connecticut Mutual Life Insurance 
Co, of Hertford vy. Moore (6 App. Cas. 644). Their lordships there 
observed that, if the only question was whether or not they took 
the same view of the evidence as the jury, they might be disposed 
to say that the evidence on the part of the defendants somewhat 
preponderated. But this was not enough to justify them in 
granting a new trial; to hold it to be enough would be in fact 
to substitute a court for the jury. In order to be justified in 
granting a new trial, they must be satisfied “that the evidence 
so strongly preponderates in favour of one party as to lead to the 
conclusion that the jury, in finding for the other party, have 
either wilfully disregarded the evidence or failed to understand 
and appreciate it.” The insurance companies will have to satisfy 
these conditions, and their efforts to satisfy them will be con- 
sidered with more interest than is usual in the hearing of 
Colonial appeals. 


Private Companies and the Companies Act, 1907. 

Ir appears from a letter from the Registrar of Joint Stock 
Companies, published in the Money Article of the Zimes of the 
12th inst., that that office will fully recognize the right of exist- 
ing companies to take advantage of the exemptions in favour of 
private companies contained in the Companies Act, 1907. The 
new obligations imposed by that Act as from the Ist of July next, 
when it comes into operation, by section 1 (obligation, where the 
company does not issue a prospectus on formation, to file a state- 
ment in lieu of a prospectus), section 21 (obligation to file an 
annual balance-sheet), and section 23 (right of preference share- 
holders and debenture-holders to receive and inspect balance-sheets 
and reports in the same manner as ordinary shareholders) are 
not to apply to private companies, and such companies, moreover, 
are exempted by section 22 (2) from the obligation under section 
12 of the Companies Act, 1900, to forward to members and file 
with the re,zistrar a report prior to the statutory meeting. The 
question of filing a statement in lieu of a prospectus does not arise 
in regard to existing companies; but it has not been unusual in 
turning private businesses into companies, where the ordinary shares 
remain in the hands of the owners of the business, to let in preference 
shareholders only on the footing of their having no right to inspect 








the accounts or interfere in the management of the company, and it 
will be important for such companies to qualify themselves ag 


“ private companies” within the meaning of the new Act. More. 
over, all companies able to do so will probably desire to avoid the 


publication of their affairs involved in the filing of balance. — 


sheets. Todo this it will be necessary for them to ensure that 
their articles of association contain the restrictions specified in 
section 37 (1) as constituting a ‘‘ private company”’: that is, the 
articles must (a) restrict the right to transfer shares; (4) limit 
the number of the members (exclusive of persons who are in the 
employment of the company) to fifty; and (c) prohibit any. 
invitation to the public to subscribe for any shares or debentures 





of the company.- Articles of a private company, taking ‘the term» 
in its colloquial sense, will usually contain restriction (a) but- not 


restrictions (4) and (c), and it will be necessary to alter the 
articles‘accordingly. But, subject to the alteration being made, 
existing companies will, in the opinion of the Registrar of Joint-- 
Stock Companies, be entitled to rank as private companies for the 

purposes of the Act of 1907, and this seems to be in accordance 
with the language of the Act. The necessary restrictions must 

be contained in the articles, but this term means the articles for 

the time being, and it is immaterial that they have been altered 

for the purpose of comply:ng with the Act. 


Does the “‘ Pass-book”’ Belong to the Customer 
of a Bank? 

WE REaD in a financial paper that one of the questions in a 
recent legal examination was, “To whom does a bank pass-book 
belong? To the bank’s customer or the bank?” It is added 
that the correct answer was held to be that the pass-book 
belonged to the customer, founded upon the opinion of 
Bieuam, J., in his judgment in <Akrokerri (Atlantic) Mines 
(Limited) vy. Heonomic Bank (1904, 2 K. B. 465). There the 
question was whether the amount of cheques collected by bankers 
was received by them as agents for a customer, and the learned 
judge thought that the entries in the bank’s ledgers did not 
make the bank holders for value. The entries neither conferred 
any right on the customer to draw the money out of the 
bank, nor did they fix the bank with any liability to pay 
the money to him, “It might have been different if the 
entries had been made in the pass-book, for that book belongs to 
the customer, and the entries made in it by the bank are state- 
ments on which the customer is entitled to act.” This observa- 
tion can hardly be taken to be a ruling on a proposition of law; 
and the question asked by the examiner really depends upon the 
proper inference from uninterrupted usage and the course of 
business. It might possibly be contended that there was 
evidence that the book belonged to the bank, inasmuch as they 
had procured and paid for it and made no charge for it to the 
customer to whom it was issued. Moreover, the customer is not 
permitted to make entries in it—a restriction which might be 
relied upon as shewing that the bank asserted their right to 
a property in the book. It must, on the other hand, be 
admitted that when an account is closed, or a book filled with 
entries, the customer is allowed to retain the book. It is true 
also that the customer always applies to the bank for “ my pass 
book,’’ and it is strange that the bank should claim the ownership 
of a book which, so far as they are concerned, is superfluous, for 


they have their own records of the transactions between themselves — 


and their customer. 
support the inference that. the customer is intended to be the 
owner of the pass-book. A stronger reason may perhaps be 


found in the fact that the book is the only receipt which the” 
customer possesses of the money which he has lent to the banks, 


and he is as much entitled to claim it as his property as to 
claim the ordinary tradesmen’s books for the household supplies 
which pass backwards and forwards, and contain the receipts 
the tradesmen for the amounts from time to time paid to them. 


Deposit Paid to “Agent for the Vendor.” 


THE DISTINCTION, on the sale of land, between payment of ae 


* 


deposit to au auctioneer and payment to an agent for the vi 

is clearly laid down in Ells v. Goulton (1893, 1 Q. B. 350, 
There the sale was by auction, but the deposit was paid to 
vendor’s solicitor “as agent for and on account of the vendor.” | 
was held by the Court of Appeal that, on the sale going off 


These reasons are, we think, sufficient to” 
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nd it | the purchaser being entitled to recover the deposit, an action for 
es ag the amount of the deposit would not lie against the solicitor, on 
fore. the simple ground that the principal only, and not the t, was 
1 the liable. An auctioneer receiving a deposit is a stakeholder under 








ance. ordinary circumstances, and, of course, even the vendor’s solicitor 
that might receive the deposit and still, by special agreement, retain it 
od in “as stakeholder.” So, conceivably, an auctioneer might receive 
3, the the deposit, and, by spec.al agreement, retain it as ‘agent for 
limit the vendor.” The practical distinction between a deposit being 
n the in the hands of a ‘‘stakeholder” and in the hands of an “agent 

any for the vendor”’ is that in the former case the person who receives 
tures the deposit can be sued for it, and in the latter case he cannot. 
term: The contract itself may, however, make it difficult to discover 
t not- whether the person in whose hands the deposit is is a stakeholder 
r the ornot. This difficulty is well illustrated by a recent case before 
nade, the High Court of Australia, where judicial opinion was divided 
J oint- as to the proper construction of the contract on this point: 
wr the Christie v. Robinson (4 Com. L. R. 1338). The appellant had 
dance agreed to purchase land (by private contract) from the respondent, 
must and a deposit of £500 was to be paid to the vendor's agent “as 
es for agent for the vendor” ; another clause in the agreement provided 
tered that ‘as soon as the said purchasers have accepted the title as 


aforesaid, the deposit shall be paid over to the vendor.” The 
deposit was paid to the vendor’s agent, but before the title 


3 was accepted the contract was cancelled by mutual consent. The 
; agent never did pay the deposit to the vendor. An action was 
sms brought by the purchasers against the vendor to recover the 
-book deposit, and the defence was that the agent was really a stake- 
added holder and should have been sued. In the court of first instance 
-book (in Victoria) this defence prevailed, and judgment was given for 
n of the defendant. On appeal to the High Court of Australia, this 
Mines decision was reversed by a majority of three judges to one. It 
e the was held that tne appellant (purchaser) was entitled to recover 
ukers his deposit from his vendor, and that the clause in the contract 
arned directing the deposit to be paid over to the vendor when the title had 
d not been accepted did not have the effect of converting the vendor's 
ferred agent into a stakeholder, but merely gave the purchaser the right 
E the to lave the deposit—it remaining the property of the vendor— 
> = retained for a time in the custody of the agent. The case is an 
f a instructive one, and might well find a place in English text-books. 
«a Reports of Proceedings in Chambers. 
serva- Taat whatever may interest the public should be published 
law; is almost accepted as an axiom in some branches of modern 
on the journalism, but a judicial pronouncement will probably be neces- 
rse of sary at an early date oa the growing application of this maxim to 
> was what is certainly a reprehensible practice, and possibly even a 
3 they contempt of court—viz., the communication to the Press, and to 
to the the Press agencies in general, of reports of proceedings before the 
is not judges or masters in chambers. Interlocutory applications are, 
ht be of course, of frequent occurrence in cases which, from the social 
zht to position of the parties, or the nature of the issues involved, are 
id, be of more than ordinary interest, and the temptation to earn a 
i with journalist’s fee by divulging and commenting on these steps in 
is true the proceedings is no doubt a difficult one to resist. It is a clear 
 pass- contempt of court to make known publicly any matter which the 
ership court, in the exercise of its discretion, hus expressly decided 
us, for ought not to be published, and orders for committal of the 


iselves offender have frequently been made when the court has been 
ent to satisfied that the publication was deliberate, especially if the 
be the result has been to bring the court under disrespectful comment, 
aps be  § obstruct the course of justice, or to injure or interfere 
ch the with a ward of court, even after the ward has attained his 
bank, majority. It is not a question of interfering with the s:lutary 
as to” core gm that legal proceedings should, as a general rule, 

in public, nor with any recognized exceptions to that 
ipts of rule—e.g., when a public hearing would disclose what it is 
nm. = properly the object of the action to keep concealed, or mike 

yn some secret process, or be opposed to the interests of 
public morality or decency. Nor is the court concerned. except 







at of 6 indirectly, and so far as it may be an aggravation of the offence, 
er with the vulgarity or bad taste which ure frequently shewn by 
Ry ie the embellishments which commonly give point to the communi- 





tated paragraph. ‘he offeace would seem to lie in the 
Presentation of a report of something which took place, not 
wtually in camera, but admittedly under circumstances of moré or 







less privacy and informality, and on a from which the 
public and the reporters are intentionally excl by recognized 
rules of practice. It may be remembered that, upon the intro- 
duction of the new procedure of the Judicature Act of 1873, 
formal leave was given for the publication of notes of deeisions dt 
the Judges’ Chambers of the Queen’s Bench Division on points of 
practice arising under that Act, but even this was only allowed as 
to actual points of practice, to be reported by a barrister cho:en 
for the purpose, it was permanently discontinued after only a 
few months’ trial. It was never suggested even then that a 
similar publicity should be given to proceedings in the Chancery 
Chambers, or to anything else than mere points of practice 
as above. The offence in some recent instances, if only from the 
point of view of "ere soar etiquette, is not lessened by the fact 
that any report of proceedings in chambers must, almost neces- 
sarily, have been furnished by some counsel, solicitor, or person 
professionally employed in the case, and it may be said, to the 
credit of both branches of the profession, that the offence is at 
present comparatively rare. There is, however, unfortunately a 
growing tendency to make known urbdi e¢ ordi in a certain class of 
cases the very matters which, by a well-established practice, are 
heard in private and in the absence of a reporter, and are certainly 
not supposed to call for a report, and the tendency is one which 
can hardly be too actively or speedily discouraged. 


The Children’s Bill. 

Te Cartpren’s 'Bitt which has been introduced by the 
Home Secretary in the House of Commons is an important 
measure of consolidation and of social reform. Part I. reproduces 
the Infant Life Protection Act, 1897. Part II., dealing with — 
prevention of cruelty to children and young persons—that is, 
children up to fourteen and young persons from fourteen to 
sixteen—reproduces the greater t of the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Children Act, 1904, with additional provisions as to 
exposing children under seyen to risk of burning from open 
fire-grates, as to overlying infants, as to allowing girls to be 
in brothels (clauses 13-15), and as to government inspection of 
institutions for poor children supported wholly or partly by 
voluntary contributions (clause 22), Part III. is new, and 
imposes penalties on selling or giving cigarettes to a child 
apparently under sixteen, whether for his own use or not, or tobacco 
in any other form for his own use. A child smoking, or about to 
smoke, in any street or public piace will be liable to forfeit 
the offending substance; and if he smokes or purchases if 
he will be liable for a first offence to be reprimanded, and 
for subsequent offences to fines of five and ten shillings. 
Part IV. consolidates the provisions of the Reformatory and 
Industrial Schools Acts, 1866 to 1899, and Part V. reproduces 
and supplements the Youthful Offenders Act, 1901. A child under 
sixteen who is awaiting trial is not to be detained in a prison, 
but in a place of detention to bs provided by the police authority 
for each petty sessional division (clauses 89-91, 99); fines may 
be imposed on parents or guardians instead of on children 
(clause 93); a child is not to be subject to imprisonment or penal 
servitude, or a young person to penal servitude, nor is a young 
person to be subject to imprisonment unless too unruly to be 
detained in a place of detention, or unless no manager of a 
reformatory will receive him (clause 96). If no other punishment 
than imprisonment is available, thea custody in a place of 
detention will be substituted for imprisonment (clause 97). Clause 
102 makes provision for separate juvenile courts, and clause 103 
excludes children and young persons from being present in 
criminal courts except as accused persons or witnesses, and except 
in the course of their employment as messengers or otherwise. 
The provisions for the special treatment of children accused or 
convicted of crime are obviously beneficial, and the fact that they. 
have not previously been on the statute book is an illustration of 
the slowness of the criminal law to adapt itself to the requirements 
of humanity and civilization. It is satisfactory to remember that 
recent work in the direction of protecting children has been 
largely due to the efforts of the Chief Justice, the head 
of the criminal law. 


Official Referees and the Saturday Half Holiday. 
Tue action of one of the official referees with regard to the 








sittings of his court has, we understand, caused discontent among 


258 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


o 











his colleagues. The duties of official referees are regulated by the 
Judicature Act, 1873, and the Rules of the Supreme Court. By 
ord. 63, r. 16, “* the offici»l referees shall sit at least from 10 a.m. 
.to 4 p.m. on every day during the Michaelmas, Hilary, Easter, 
and Trinity sittings of the High Court of Justice, except on 
Saturdays during such sittings, when they shail sit at least from 
10 a.m. to 1 p.m., but nothing in this rule shall prevent their 
sitting on any other days.’’ The reputation of the official referee 
to whom we have referred for learning and assiduity is 
deservedly high, but the practice, which he has recently adopted, 
of sitting till late in the afternoon on Saturdays is regarded as 
inconsistent with the traditions of his office. In every nation 
there are maxims against excess of zeal, and these maxims are 
fortified by the experience of daily life. We are told by a 
successful City merchant that he received at the outset of his. 
career some valuable advice from a friend of age and experience. 
He was strongly recommended to be punctual in his attendance 
at the office, and never to arrive later than the time fixed for the 
commencement of business. But the same friend warned him 
against over-punctuality, and assured him that if he arrived before 
his time in the morning he would become unpopular among his 
fellow-workers, and gain little or no credit with his employers. 








A New Proposal for Land Transfer. 


Con31IDERABLE interest attaches to the new scheme for registration 
of title, which is suggested by Mr. CHanies Sweet in his article 
on * The Land Transfer Acts” in the current number of the Law 
Quarterly Review. The points of his argument are that registrati: n 
of title under the system established by these Acts has failed in 
¢ sequence of its complexity and expensiveness, but that the exist- 
ing system of conveyancing in non-compulsory districts is also open 
to objection. A scheme for a simplified system of private con- 
veyancing was embodied in the Conveyancing Bill of 1897, which 
was drafted by Mr. WotstenHotme, assisted by Mr. B. L. 
Cuerry, on the instructions of the Law Society. The main 
feature of that scheme was the vesting of the entire legal fee with 
absolute power of disposition in the owner for the time being, 
leaving equitable interests to be protected by cautions and inhibi- 
tions ; but the Bill, having regard to the time at which it was 
prepared, did not contemplate registration of title. Mr. Sweer 
accepts compulsory registration as an accomplished fact, and he 
proposes to simplify it by adapting it to a modified form of Mr. 
Wo.sTENHOLME’s scheme. At the same time he contemplates 
fundamental alterations in the law of real property. 

Mr. Swexr has no difficulty in showing that the continuance of 
the present system of registration of title ought not to be tolerated. 
The various kinds of title with which freehold and leasehold land 
can be registered; the numerous and complicated restrictions 
waich may be entered on the register, and which necessitate 
frequent applications to the registrar before dealings with the land 
can take place ; and the bewildering variety of forms and rules in 
accordance with which the business of the registry must be 
conducted, all call for a complete reorganization of the system. 
The registry, as Mr. Sweet points out, is being converted into a 
Landed Estates Court, of which the registrar is the judge. [It is 
attempting to arrogate to itself the conveyancing business of the 
country, instead of being content with the position which its 
founders originally assigned to it. They contemplated that the 
conveyance of land would be assimilated, so far as concerned 
registration, to the conveyance of stock. The Land Registry 
has quite abandoned the simplicity of this design and attempts to 
convert the register into a record of all the complicated interests 
which affect land. At the same time, the registry puts forward. 
for the purpose of influencing the non-protessional mind, claims 
to simplicity and safety in dealings with registered land which 
have very little foundation in fact. 

Mr. Sweet is also dissatisfied with the existing system of 
private conveyancing. He admits the shortening of documents 


which has taken place under the Conveyancing and Solicitors’ 
Remuneration Acts, but he points out that this is largely due to 
the use of code words which in themselves contain an element of 
_ danger—though this .he seems to exaggerate—and that the 

intricacies of real property law have been left untouched. The 





real evils of conveyancing, he says, “arise partly from the fact 
our law of real property is based on the obscure doctrines. 
seisin and tenure, which no practising lawyer really understands; 
partly from the fact that our system of conveyancing is based sq 
the highly technical doctrine of uses; partly from the number g@ 
estates and interests, legal and equitable, into which the owng, 
ship of land may be split up; partly from the variety of technic] 
‘words of limitation’ which are required to create these 

and interests; and partly from the number of methods by whigh 
the ownership of land may be conveyed.” He concludes that oy 
law is “‘a hopeless jumble of inconsistent doctrines, causing the 
student a great waste of time in his attempts to master it, ang 
providing innumerable pitfalls for the unskilful practitioner.” ~ 

In this attack on real property law there is undoubtedly mugh 
truth, and it may be admitted that the existing system of private 
conveyancing suffers from the confusion which has been allowed 
to spring up in the law. Fresh modes of conveyancing have bee, 
introduced without clearing the ground of the relics of antiquated 
law, and it may be that, so far as regards actual simplicity, we 
have not advanced beyond the period anterior to the Real Pro 
Commission. Mr. Sweer’s proposal, in the first place, is fp 
simplify the law of real property by abolishing the doctrine of 
tenure, seisin, and uses. He would then make the law of regl 
property as similar as possible to that of personal property by 
abolishing all legal estates except two—absolute ownership and 
terms of years—-and making all other estates and interests take 
effect ia equity only. In the third place, he would provide 
simple metho! of conveyance, applicable to all cases without 
exception, and thus make it impossible for an owner of land ty 
complicate the title to it. This idea of a uviform and simple 
method of conveyancing is taken from Mr. Wotsrennotug’s 
scheme, and is, ef course, founded on the practice in regard to the 
transfer of stocks. ‘The main distinction on this head betwee, 
that scheme and the scheme which Mr. Sweer suggests is that, 
under the former the owner for the time being—that is, in the 
case of settled land, the tenant for life—was to be the registered 
proprietor with power of absolute disposition ; this power, how. 
ever, provided notice of the settlement was culy registered, could 
only be exercised subject to the provisions of the Settled Land 
Acts, so that on a sale the purchase-money would have to be paid 
to the trustees or into court; while, under Mr. Swrer’s scheme, 
the trustees will be the owners and will have the sole power of 
disposition. 

So far it is not apparent how Mr. Sweex’s scheme involyes 
registration of title at all. The uniform conveyance which, ia 
common with Mr. WotsrenHotmrF, he advocates, is not a com 
veyance which necessarily requires to be registercd, though the 
existence of an office of Land Registry is assumed for the purpos 
of registering cautions and inhibitions. Nor, we imagine, would 
registration be any part of an improved system of conveyauaay 
but for the fact that the Land Registry Office is with us and 
likely to remain with us. Every year that it lasts multiplies the 
interests involved in its maintenance and makes it less likely thatit 
will be abolished. Compulsory registration was introduced as ay 
experiment, but in such cases the experimental nature of the new 
office is apt to be forgotten, and the office acquires an established 
position which it is very difficult to shake. Mr. Swe see 
advantages in registration for its own sake, provided the systems 
properly simplified, but it is the strongest argument for his scheme 
that it places the Land Registry Office in its proper position, and 
so reduces its functions as to deprive it of its present power 
causing complication and expense in dealings with land. 3 

Assuming, then, the continued existence of a Land Registey, 
let us see how Mr. Sweer’s proposal would work. The only legal 
interests which are to be recognized are (1) the absolute ownership; 
(2) a term of years; and (3) easements, rent-charges, and othe 
incorporeal hereditaments. The absolute ownership would bei 
the sole disposition of the registered owner, who also could crest# 
interests (2) and (3). As to these latter interests, Mr. Sweat 
proposes that, not the interests themselves, but only claims tot 
interests, should be entered on the register—apparently on @ 
ground that a claim can be more easily withdrawn than an actu® 
entry; and he would also admit entries of claims “to 
benefit of a restrictive covenant, right of re-entry, &c.” But all 
dispositions save the conveyance of the absolute ow 
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and the creation and transfer of interests (2) and (3), would 
take effect in equity only, and no claim to or notice of 
any equitable estate, right, or interest, “except as above 
mentioned,” would be entered on the register. We are not 
gure of the effect of the words in italics, since apparently the 
register would be clear of equities, except restrictive covenants 
which are really negative easements ; but Mr. Sweet appears to 
contemplate provision for cautions and inhibitions, and it is doubtful 
how far his scheme would admit on the register matters foreign to 
the absolute ownership and to the limited classes of legal interests 
just mentioned. " 

Mr. Swzet also contemplates that a statutory form of mort- 

e would be required for use in simple transactions, though in 
important transactions he considers that the most convenient plan 
would be to have an absolute conveyance, accompanied by a deed 
of defeasance, as in the case of stock. Probably, however, the 
anslogy of the shipping register is preferable, and all registered 
conveyances would be by way of transfer of the absolute owner- 
ship or of mortgage. This analogy is also useful in determining 
the proper position of the Land Registry. ‘No system,” says 
Mr. Sweet, “ will be satisfactory which makes dealings with 
land dependent on the working of a public office. We do not 
want a Government office for the transaction of conveyancing 
business, or a Land Registrar with vast discretionary powers. 
The duties of a registrar should be confined to the simplest 
matters; all other transactions should be carried out by the 
parties themselves.’ This aptly describes the position of the 
Reg'strar in shipping matters. When once the ship is identified 
he is concerned only with registering absolute transfers or mort- 
gages, whether for a fixed sum or for an account current, of 
the ship or sixty-fourth shares in the ship. Registered dis- 
positions take effect in order of registration, and are paramount 
to non-registered dealings, notwithstanding any notice, and the 
registered owner or mortgagee has an absolute power of dispcsition. 
All other interests are created by dispositions off the register, and 
they take effect only as equitable interests. If this system were 
applied to land, the Land Registry would still have much wider 
duties than the Registrar of Shipping. The identification of land 
isa more difficult matter than the identification of a ship, and the 
whole apparatus of maps, and the system of sub-division of titles, 
would still be required and would give scope for the ability and 
industry which characterize the Registrar and his assistants 
But the office would be relieved of the impossible task of trying 
to mirror all the interests which exist in land, and to provide for 
all the conveyancing requirements of landowners. The niceties 
of conveyancing would be left in hands which are suitable for 
dealing with them, and the Land Keyistry, if it has really come to 
stay, would give to purchasers more protection and satisfaction 
than under the present régime. It would also entail far less 
expense and inconvenience on landowners generally. Mr. 
Swee1’s scheme seems to us to be one which merits very careful 
consideration. 





The Late Sir Thomas Paine. 


We regret to announce the death, on Wednesday last, of Sir Tuomas 
Parvg, at the age of eighty-six years. Few solicitors have obtained 
sod retained during a lengthened career in so remarkable a degree 
the respect and esteem of their colleagues and clients. There were 
combined in him high personal character together with calm and 
sound judgment and wide knowledge, and his memory will long be 
eberished as an example to members of his prufession. 

Sir THoMAS was, we believe, a native of Great Yarmouth, and 
sved his articles with Mr, H. V. Worsair, a solicitor of that town. 
He was admitted in 1844, and coming to town, entered into partner- 
ship with Mr. Timoruy TYRRELL, under the firm of Tyrrell & Paine, 
somewhere about the year 1849. Mr. PainEs energy and business 
capacity, associated, as they always were, with the highest ideal of 
the honour and ethics of his profession, soon brought him into 
prominence, and the firm succeeded in acquiring an extensive business, 
including a considerable share in the work connected with the railway 
undertakings of the time. 

After his election, in 1871, as a member of the Council of the (then) 
Incorporated Law Society, Sir THomas Pauwg threw himself, with 
characteristic assiduity, into the work of the society. In 1882-3 he 
filled the post of President, and in his address at the Hull provincial 
meeting he dealt at length with the changes then recently introduced 





A a ee ee eacanteh ecenecten ees 
1882, ending were 
made wpon thems in Seuhe qaartecs. Referring to the scheme for 
registration of title, one of his remarks deserves at the present time to 
be noted. ‘‘ Any system of registry,” he said, ‘‘ unless confined to 


incumbrances (and so far I am not prepared to contest that it 

be desirable), whether a of assurances or of title, 
having one obvious theoretic advantage, would be certain to impose 
@ serious additional «expense upon owners .” We have had, 
unfortuvately, ample proof of the correctness of this prediction. 
During his tenure of the office of President, on the o of the 
Reyal Courts of Justice, Sir Toomas Parne received the honour of 
knighthood. We believe he was the first solicitor to receive that 
honour in his professional capacity. 

He retired from business in 1898, after pensiy Atty years of active 
work, and the subsequent years of his life in the quiet of his 
London residence, keeping in touch with his friends, both inside and 
outside the profession. There are many members of the profession 
who will feel his death as a personal loss. 








The Effect of Socialism upon the 
Legal Profession. 


[From A CORRESPONDENT. ] 


I suppose that there is no thoughtful-minded man who has not 
reflected deeply over the Socialistic doctrines that have been so 
industriously circulated of late. I su also that there is no member 
of the legal profession who has not considered them as affecting 
his own aed atm and his own individual career. It has occurred to 
me that it would be profitable if I were to put down on paper for the 
readers of the Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL a few thoughts upon this 
engrossing subject. The word ‘‘ engrossing” is not here used ina 
law stationery sense 

I am not sure, to begin with, whether in the Socialist millennium 
anv solicitors would be waated at all, though I am sure that no 
judges or barristers would be. There would be no property to convey, 
because people would have none. There would be no disputes to 
settle, because it would be useless to fight over somethiag that 
would not belong to you when you got it. There would be no wills to 
make, because you would have nothing to leave, and if you had, it 
would not be allowed to go to the person you wished to haveit. There 
would be no companies to form, because they would not be allowed 
to make any money unless the shareholders consisted of the entire 
nation, and no object would therefore be gained by preparing « 
prospectus, as at present, with skilled legal aid. There would be no 
marriage settlements, because there would be nothing to settle except 
prospective offspring. and they would be comme from parental 
association as soon as the maternal necessities of the situation 
permitted (mother's milk beiag, I believe, still allowed to flow. 
provided that no one mother produces more than another); and 
they would be brought up on State sewage farms or other appropriate 
institutions, and told off to drive tramcars, or paint pictures, or be 
Secretaries of State, or Public Trustees, or go dowa the drains, or write 
poetry, or act as sandwich men, or otherwise be employed according 
to the order in which their names were entered on the State rota. 
There would be no afflicted parents to advise how to get their im- 
provident sons out of debt, | sear parents, as I have pointed out, 
would have nothing to do with their children, and if they had, the 
children could not get into debt, because nobody would have any 
temptation to sell anything to them, or have any money to lend them, 
or be interested in recovering the money if did, or allowed to 
keep it if they did recover it. There would no public-house 
licences to apply for, with incidental profit in getting up insincere 
evidence as to the character of the establishment, because there would 
be no public-houses, and no licences, and no alcoholic liquid, ex.e, 
swipes, offered by the State, with no takers. There would be no 
burglary, theft, y, or embezzlement, because everyone would 
have a3 much as, and not be permitted to have mre than, everyone 
else, and consequently there would be no interesting clients to prosecute 
or defend on hese charges. . 

The conclusion seems, therefore, difficult to escape from, that the 
legal profession must cease to exist when the reign of Socialism really 
begins. But while I am unable to imagine the survival of solicitors 
in the Socialist millennium for any purpose worthy of contemplation 
by the noblest class of men living on this or any other planet now 
rolling about in infinite , let me frankly admit that I may be 
mistaken, and ask my readers to contemplate for a few moments, in 


a chastened spirit poe Pog subject, what would be the altered 
conditions of professional life. 

It is clear, of course, that there would be no need for any Law 
an ornament of that insti- 
and I conjecture that -he 


Society. The present secretary, so long 
tution, would be pensioned by the State, 
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would be classed for that purpose with plasterer’s labourers, dustmen, 
and K.C.’s, or more probably there would be no grades of pension at 


who pays a forged cheque, where the forgery has been facilitated 
the act of the customer (p. 1317). This has been considered in 


all ; in which case I estimate that he might get ten shillings and two | recent cases—such as Scholfield v. Earl of Londesborough (1896, A. G, 


State sausages per week. No legal bosom would be racked with any 
question of keeping a separate bauking account for clients’ money be- 


| 


514), Imperial Bank of Canada v. Bank of Hamilton (1903 A ©, 49 
and Colonial Bank of Australasia v. Marshall (1906, A. C. 559)—and 


cause the clients would not have any, and the solicitor could not | has sometimes been assumed that it has been overruled. Mr, Beven, 


misappropriate what he had not got in his nefarious custody. 
There would, of course, be no competition for business, because no 


| 


however, argues forcibly that this is not so, and that Young v. Grotg 
is still sound law as regards the duty existing between a banker 


solicitor would be allowed to make more than another, or more than | and his customer, although a different rule may have prevailed 
his own office boy, with whom he would have to take turns in lick- | as regards the quite different relation of the holder and acceptor 


ing on the stamps, buying tobacco for articled clerks, and being out | of a 


of the way when wanted, and whether he did much or little, the 
State would pay him the sameamount. He would, therefore, do little, 
and solemnly warn any client who came to him of his utter incom- 
petence and the extraordinary knowledge and sagacity of some 
neighbouring lawyer against whom he had a grudge. 

I have assumed, so far, that existing solicitors and their staffs 
might be ordered to go on working separately until they were 
entitled to pensions from the State or were permitted to expire. In 
that case, of course, the solicitor would have to share all the labours 
of the office, including sweeping it and cleaning the windows, and 
have no right to dismiss any of his staff except by consent of the 
National Council. He might incidentally have to take his cashier’s 
baby out for an airing in a State perambulator, or to play in the 
nearest open space on Saturday afternoons with any children of 
the State appropriated to him for that purpose, and to polish their 
begrimed little faces with public handkerchiefs suspended from the 
railinge, and washed periodically by former judges of the High 
Court. 

But perhaps it might be thought wiser to do away at once with 
separate businesses, and to bring all existing firms and their staffs 
together and require them to sit in rows in selected public buildings 
available for the purpose. Anybody requiring legal assistance would, 
in that case, be entitled to have it for nothing, but the quality of the 
advice would be unequal until a new generation of State legal officers 
had risen up. An applicant might, for instance, be ticked off under 
the number 37 double O one Mincing-lane to a great authority there, 
or he might be relegated to a junior clerk possessed of varied rather 
than profound legal attainments and better qualified to advise on the 
respective merits of the artists engaged at the principal music-halls 
than upon a difficult problem of law. 

I fully admit the serious and depressing nature of the foregoing 
observations, but I would venture to point out that there was no 
provincial meeting of the Law Society last year, and I have tried to 
the best of my ability to heal the gaping wound inflicted by that 
circumstance upon the legal profession and the public, by presenting 
a subject worthy of the deepest consideration by all whom it may 
concern. E. F. T. 








Reviews. 
Negligence. 


NEGLIGENCE IN LAw. By Tuomas BEVEN, Barrister-at-Law. THIRD 
Epitioy. In Two Votumes. Vou. I.: GENERAL RELATIONS, 
Vor, II.: SpEctaAn RELATIons Artstnc Out oF Conrract. Stevens 
& Haynes. 


. We welcome with much pleasure this new edition of Mr. Beven’s 
work on Negligence. It deals with a branch of the law of great scope 
and importance, and in its method of treatment it stands quite outside 
the ordinary class of text-books. The spirit in which it is written 
may be illustrated by a sentence from the preface to this edition in 
which the author deals with the suggestion that some parts might be 
spared. ‘‘I do not recognize the validity of the representation made 
to me more than once, that I should omit everything not fitted for the 
purposes of practitioners in a hurry, Law as a study, I think, admits 
of higher aims than that which inspires the genius of the mass of 
annotators of statutes.” Much statute law, of course, Mr. Beven has 
to discuss, but it is chiefly with the common law that his task lies, 
and this has to be found, with such clearness as may be possible, in 
the decisions of the courts. It is here that Mr. Beven applies his 
talent for analysis and criticism. ‘‘It may be,” he says, ‘as 
Lord Coke tells us, ‘‘ that the whole common law of Eogland resides 
in the breasts of the judges; but in welling from the sanctity of its 
source it is apt to flow into distractingly cross currents, and to tinge 
itself with strong individual traces of the particular channel through 
which it is drawn.’ It is to find ‘the true pure stream” that Mr. 
Beven indulges in the patient and exhaustive examination of cases 
which has placed him in the first line of commentators. To attempt 
an adequate examination of this edition would imply that we had as 
much patience as Mr. Beven himself, and corresponding space at our 
disposal. It must be sufficient to notice one or two points on which 
he examines into recent decisions. Specially noticeable is the discus- 
sion of Yuung v. Grote (4 Biug. 253) upon the liability of a banker 





ill. Equally interesting is the discussion of the doctrine of 
estoppel in its uo to forged certificates issued under the sew 
of a company (p. 1355). For a long time Shaw v. Port Phillip, de, 
Mining Co. (13 Q. B. D. 103) appeared to forbid a company from 
repudiating its own seal, but what Mr. Beven calls ‘‘ its vicious and 
costly existence as an authority” was put an end to by the decision of 
the House of Lords in Ruben v. Great Fingall Consolidated (1906, A C, 
439), and a forged certificate ranks now as a mere nullity. These arg 
but specimens of the matters with which Mr. Beven deals, and on which 
he lavishes inexhaustible patience and great critical discernment, 
The book will not suit the “‘ practitioner in a hurry,” but for the 
examination of a difficult and important question of negligence it is 
indispensable. 





Books of the Week. 


A Concise Treatise on the Law of Wills. 
Seventh Edition. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

An Encyclopedia of Forms and Precedents other than Court Forms, 
By Eminent Conveyancing and Commercial Counsel, under the 
General Editorship of AxtHuR UnpeeutLt, M.A., LL.D., one of 
the Conveyancing Counsel of the High Court; assisted by F. G, 
UnpErRuAY, M.A., Harotp B. Bompas, M.A., W. M. Crowvy, B.A, 
and Humenrey H. Kina, B.A., LL.B., Barristers-at-Law. Vol. 
XIV.: Shipping Documents to Tramways. Butterworth & Co. 


Handbook on the Formation, Management, and Winding-up of 
Joint Stock Companies. By F. GorE-Browne, M.A., KC., and 
WitttuM Jorpan, Company Registration and Parliamentary Agent, 
Twenty-eighth Edition. Jordan & Sons (Limited). 


The Law Relating to Income Tax, with the Statutes, Forms, and 
Decided Cases in the Courts of England, Scotland, and Ireland. By 
ARTHUR ROBINSON, B.A., Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition. Stevens 
& Sons (Limited). ; 

Law: Its Origin, Growth and Function ; being a Course of Lectures 
Prepared for Delivery before the Law School of Harvard University, 
By James Coonmpce Carrer, LL.D., of the New York Bar, 
G. P. Patnam’s Sons. 

Statutes of Practical Utility passed in 1907 arranged in Alphs- 
betical Order, in continuation of Chitty’s Statutes, with Notes, 
Incorporated Enactments, and Selected Statutory Rules. By W. 
Aaas, M.A., LL.M., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited); 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). ‘ 


The Master Mariner’s Legal Guide. 
Solicitor. Second Edition, Revised and Enlarged. 
Wilson. 

The Patents and Designs Act, 1907 (7 Ed. 7, 2 
Appendix of the Rules, Forms, Fees, and Classification of Goods 
aie the Act, together with the Patents and Designs (Amendment) 
Act, 1907-8; Extracts from the Interpretation Act, 1899. By 
Ropest Frost, B.Sc. (Lond.), Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Haynes. 


The Rating of Land Values: Notes Upon the Proposals to Levy 
Rates in Respect of Site Values, By ARTHUR Witson Fox, CB, 
Second Edition, Revised, with Addenda. P. 8S. King & Son. 


Man’s Day. By Putte Mauro, Counsellor-at-Law. Morgan & 
Scott (Limited). ; 

The Annual Digest of all the Reported Decisions of the Superior 
Courts, including a Selection from the Scottish and Irish, with 8 
Collection of Cases Followed, Distinguished, Explained, Commented 
on, Overruled, or Questioned, and References to the Statutes Passed 
during the Year 1907. By Joun Mews, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet 
& Maxwell (Limited) ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

The Small Holdings and Allotments Act, 1907, with Notes and am 


Introduction. By W. Hansuay Aaos, M.A., LL.M, Barrister-at- 
Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited); Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


By AtBert SAUNDEBS, 
Effingham 


c. 29), with en 








The honorary degree of D.C.L. was, on Tuesday, conferred upon Professor 
John Westlake by the University of Oxford. The Regius Professor of 


Civil Law, Dr. Goudy, sketched his long and distinguished legal cares, 
bis succession to Henry Summer Maine in the chair which he still . 
at Cambridge and his exertions in the cause of peace. tale 


By H. 8. TaxzoBa.p, K.C, 
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Correspondence. 


Portraits in the Law Society’s Hall. 
[ To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


‘Sir,—I heartily approve of the suggestion of “Old Member ” in 
your issue of the 18th ult., and am at a loss to understand the assertion 
of Mr. Edward H. Quicke, in your issue of the 25th ult., that the 
proposal to hang a portrait of Mr. Lloyd-George alongside of that of 
Sir Henry Fowler is ‘‘ extremely offensive.” 


I have met no other member of the society, or of the profession, 
who takes this view of the pro , and therefore infer that 
Mr. Quicke is probably unique in his capacity for offence. 


Would it not have been more modest on his part if he had said 
‘extremely offensive to me”’ ? 
The sane, and the generous, view of the matter is expressed in 


Sir John Gray Hill’s letter in your issue of the 1st inst., and I shall | 7 


be very glad to join him in subscribing. 


House of Commons, Feb. 10. Grorcse H. Raprorp. 





Jurisdiction of French Courts as Regards 
Dissolution of Irish Marriages. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. } 


Sir,—In your last issue you call attention to the case of Mrs. 
McBride’s petition in the French courts for divorce from her husband, 
a domiciled Trishman. Precisely the same point has arisen in the 
English court. It was first raised in Livingstone v. Livingstone in 1905, 
when the court took the same course as the French court did. In Fitz- 
gerald v. Fitzgerald, on the 220d of February, 1906, the President 
decided that the resp ndent’s domicil was Irish, but offered to grant a 
judicial separation if the wife’s case was proved. She declined to 

roceed further with the case, and instituted fresh proceedings in the 
Trish courts. Finally she obtained a Divorce Act in the last session 
of Parliament. 

Whether the Irish procedure by a private Bill after a divorce 
a mensa et thora is a privilegium or a legal remedy, Jegislative in form 
only, has not been finally decided—Lord Westbury in Shaw v. Gould 
(L. R, 3 H. L. 84) expressed the opinion that it was a legal remedy— 
nor has the question been finally decided whether the Irish courts 
have the power, if they be so minded, to recognize and adopt an 
English decree for divorce of persons domiciled in Ireland. Instead 
of testing that point, the usual practice has been to obtain a private 
Act ‘‘to remove doubts” and adopt the English decree, enacting in 
statutory form the orders as to settlements, &c., made by the English 
court : see Malone’s Divorce (Validation) Bill (1905, A. C, 413). 

Before the Union, the British Parliament on three occasions. in the 
cases of domiciled Irishmen, dissolved marriages a vinculo. There is 
of wy of the validity of these divorces having been questioned in 

and. 

The final solution of the problem will probably lie in an appeal 
from a decision of the Irish courts. JAMES ROBERTS. 

1, Paper-buildings, E.C. 





Registration of Personal Representatives as 
Members of a Company. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—Referring to the recent case of Re T. H. Saunders & Co. ( Limited), 
and your editorial note thereupon in your issue of the Ist inst. [ante, 
p. 218], we shall be glad of your opinion as to whether or no in case 
A., holding shares in a limited company with articles as in the quoted 
case, dying intestate, and B., his administrator, being put on the 
register in his own right, and, for all that appears to any one but the 
company, as actual beneficial owner, and then B. dying intestate, 
administration to his estate being taken out by C, is the company, in 
face of the rule that representation is not carried on from adminis- 
trator to administrator, safe in a transfer of A.’s shares on a 
transfer deed executed by C., the second administrator P 

We have, not very long ago, advised a company that they were not 
80 justified, but that inistration de bonis non must be taken to 
A., for that we did not think that the non-insertion of trusts upon 
aregister would be held to cover such a case as this, but was merely 
meant to prevent a transfer of shares to X. upon trust for Y. 
and his family, or such-like-ways-of limitation, not the case of a 
mere executorship or administration. 

We hope to see a further note on the matter in a further issue of 
~ ~wranead JOURNSL. Country Soxicrrors. 

eb. 5. 


[We hope to consider the question hereafter,—Ep. S.J.] 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


WEIR AND OTHERS v. BROWN AND OTHERS, 16th Jan.; 6th Féb, 


CnaRiTaBLE AND EpvucationaL Bequests anp Trusts —OonsrirvTion— 
Construction — Recrprents — NS WHO HAVE Snewn Paactican 
Sympatuy, Errner as Amaturrs oR Proressionals, tv THE PuRsvit or 
Scrence in Any or irs Brancnes— Uncearainty—Vatipiry or Bequest. . 


A testator directed his trustees ‘‘to employ the whole residue of my estate, 
means, and effects in instituting and carrying on a scheme for the relief of indigent 
bachelors and widowers, of what religious denomination or belief may be, 
who have shewn practical sympathy, either as amateurs or pro , in the 
pursuits of science in any of its branches, whose lives have been characterized by 
sobriety, morality, and industry, and who are not less than fifty-five F sf of “ges 
or of aiding any scheme which now exists or may be instituted by others for that 
ur pose. 


Held, that the bequest was not invalid on the ground of uncertainty. 


Appeal from a decision of the Second Division of the Court of Session 
in Scotiand which recalled an interlocutor of the Lord Ordinary. The 
question was whether a gift in the trust disposition and settlement 
of the late Mr. John Murdoch constituted a valid bequest to charity or 
was void for uncertainty. The Lord Ordinary (Lord Johnson) held 
that it was void for uncertainty, but the Court of Session (the Lord 
Justice Clerk (Lord Kingsburgh), and Lords lachy, Stormonth- 
Darling, and Low) decided that the bequest was . The competing 
claimants for the fund, the appellants in their lordship’s House, were the 
trustees of the will and the iecir-at-law and next-of-kin of the testator. 
The testator, inter alia, directed his trustees ‘‘ to employ the whole residue 
of my estate, means, and effects in instituting and carrying on a scheme 
for the relief of indigent bachelors and wid wers, of whatever religious 
denomination or belief they may be, who have shewn practical sympathy, 
either as amateurs or professionals, in the a of science ia any of its 
branches, whose lives have been characterized by sobriety, morality, and 
industry, and who are not less than fifty-five years of age, or of aiding an 
scheme eo now exists, or may be instituted by others, for that purpose.”’ 
Cur. adv. vult, 

Lord Lorgzurn, C., in moving that the ap; should be dismissed, 
said: The bequest was of an unusual kind. Its object, according to the 
will, was to benefit persons who had shewn practical sympathy in the 
pursuits of science. A number of conditions were prescribed, and these 
conditions were not really canvassed in argument need not be further 
considered, for no one of them was such a3 to impart to the bequest an 
uncertainty which would vitiate it in law. The only point seriously made 
against this clause in the will was that the recipients of this charity were 
to be persons who had ‘“‘ shewed sympathy in the pursuits of 
science.’? ‘These words hed been subjected to a rigorous criticism. 
‘* What is science,” it was asked, ‘‘and how are we to know its bounds? 
What is sympathy in the pursuits of science, and when and how does it 
become practical? What are pursuits of science in the plural as dis- 
tinguished from pursuit in the si ?’? The thought underlying this 
current of observation seemed to that, if a bequest was to a class of 
persons, the class must be capable of being defined, and be defined so pre- 
cisely that there could be a doubt who did or who did not fall 
within it. Now there was no better rule than that a benignant construc- 
tion would be placed upon charitable bequests. It was difficult to 
imagine a construction less benignant than that su by criticisms 
such as those to which he had alluded. Few, indeed, were the charitable 
bequests that could survive such an ordeal. The fact was that, when- 
ever any one wished to describe a class of people otherwise than by 
referring to their age, sex, birthplace, or similar facts capable of 
accertainment, pty ae must of necessity be general, and there 
must always be numerous cases on the border line. Deserving literary men 
who have not been successful, poor members of a particular trade, reduced 
gentlewomen, were examples of classes of persons who might certaialy be 
benefited ; but in each case exactly the same reasoning might be used as was 
used in the present case to destroy the validity of the will. There was no 
law requiring that kind and degree of certaiuty. All that could be required 
was that the description of the class to be benefited should be sufficiently 
certain to enable men of common sense to carry out the expressed wishes 
of the ape I have no doubt nee ef hor pode ser here. Persons 
who have shewn sympathy in an y were persons 
who have given or oner of made some sort of sacrifice to further it. 
His lordship was satisfied the 
would find no difficulty in giving effect to the bequest. Accordingly this 





failed. The es had that the appellants were to have 
Spee. judicial e eed tennis ak do ean the expenses as 
awarded in the of Session to remain unaltered. He thought their 


lordshi' ht properly act upon this agreement. 
peor py es concurred. This gift, it was said, was’ 
wae wan adeno ree by eanaamame 
ve t years was comm 
Lote province of charity, and he supposed it had happened to most 
to form an eplaion 00 ww Os seat et Ss teen ane ae of 
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of selection here was one really ond 
i erbes wes ochenee? Aue Olan 
at was & what was 
science?’’ Science, it was eaid, was so vague and comiprehensive a term 
the view of the Lord 


Fé 
5 
: 


262 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 








term of no definite or particular meaning:’”? That was certainly not the 
View of the Legislature. There were, for instance, many enactments in 
favour of institutions formed for the advance of “‘ science.’”’ The generality 
of the word had never prevented the court from applying to the particnlar 
case before it the provisions of the Act under its consideration. But what 
was ‘‘ practical sympathy ’’? ‘* An altogether nebulous phrase,’’ said the 
Lord Ordinary. It was not, perhaps, a happy expression, but if the 
directions of the testator were followed with a willing mind it was, his lord- 
ship thought, perfectly intelligible. The wish of the testator was to help 
those who were in need of ‘help, atid who had done something, much or 
little, in the way of promoting some branch of science. 

Lords Rozsexrson, Arxrxson, and Co.itrns concurred. — CounseL, 
Upjohn, K.C., and C. D. Murray; Clyde, K.O., Cullen, K.C., and 
Stair A. Gillon. Soxscrrors, Collyer-Bristow & Co., for Murray, Lawson, § 
Darling, Ediaburgh ; Joha Kennedy, for J. § J. Turnbull, Edinburgh. 

[Reported by Ensxixe Reip, Barrister-at-Law. } 





Court of Appeal. 


Re FREEMAN. SHILTON v. FREEMAN. No. 2. ith Feb. 


Cranity —Wi1t — Bequrst— Girt To CxHaritaste Socrery—Guirr For 
Purposes not NecessaniLy CHARITABLE— UNCERTAINTY. 


il gift to a charitable society to be applied for purposes not necessarily 
charitable, to be determined by the society, is not a good charitable gift. 


- This was an appeal from a decision of Joyce, J., who had held that a 
certain bequest in the will, dated the 15th of December, 1903, of Charles 
Freeman, was not a valid charitable bequest. The testator, who died 
in 1906, gave the residue of his estate to the treasurers for the time being 
of the Charity Organization Soci-ty in London, or any other society or 
corporate body which might thereafter be formed to take over its property 
and to carry out its work, upon trust to invest the same as therein 
mentioned, and out of the annual income arising from such investments to 
pay and retain one-tenth part of such annual income for the purposes of 
the society as the governing body might think fit, ‘‘ and to divide and pay 
the residue of such annual income to such other society or societies as 
shall, in the opinion of the governing body of the Charity Organization 
Society, be most in need of help besides fulfilling the standard of good 
management, efficiency, and economy of such Charity Organization 
Society.’’ A summons was taken out by one of the executors and trustees 
of the will to determine whether this bequest of nine-tenths of the income 
of the residue was a valid charitable bequest. Joyce, J., held that it was 
not a valid charitable bequest, and that nine-tenths of the residuary estate 
were undisposed of by the will and passed to the testator’s next-of-kin. 
‘The Attorney-Genera! appealed. 

Tre Covrt (Cozens-Harpvy, M.R, and Fiercaer Moviton and 
Bucxuey, L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said that the principle which must be applied to 
the construction of the clause in the will in question was that it must be 
found, either by express words or by necessary implication, that the 
testator did intend his whole residuary estate to be devoted to charitable 

8, and, if so, the court was entitled, and indeed bound, to qualify 
the generality of the words, which, in the abs-nce of such a purpose, 
would include both charitable and non-charitable objects. In the present 
case it could not be said, and indeed it was scarcely contended on behalf 
of the Attorney-General, that any indication of general charitable 
purposes could be got out of the mere fact that the trustee was a charit- 
able society. The question was not what was the trustee, but what were the 
trusts. It was said that, having regard to tha peculiar character of the 
Charity Organization Society, ‘‘ societies’’ in the will must mean societies 
E eneris. That was not, however, expressed, and it was extremely 
difficult, if not impossible, to say that the gift was not to charitable 
“societies generally but to charitable societies having the same objects and 
-of the same class as the Charity Organization Society. Nothing could be 
‘found in the will to justify the conclusion that this was a gift for general 
charitable ——- The appeal, therefore, failed, and the decision of 
-the learned judge in the court below was right. 

Fiercner Moviron and Bucxiey, L.JJ., also delivered judgments 
dismissing the appeal.—Counset, Siw W. Robson, A.G., and G. Lawrence ; 
Younger, K.C., and Dighton Pollock; W. F. Webster; T. T. Methold. 
— The Treasury Solicitor ; Freeman § Cooke; Wontner § Sons; G. 

ilton. 

[Reported by J. I. Srinuinc, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re SIDNEY. HINGESION vo. SIDNEY. No. 2. 4th Feb. 


Onanrty—Wru1—Bsrovesr—Cranitante Uses ox Emicration Uses— 
Uncerrainty. 


A gift for such charitable uses or such emigration uses as the trustees think fit 
te not charitab'e, and is void for uncertainty. 


_., Ehis was an appeal from a decision of Swinfen Eady, J. (reported 1908, 
1 Ch. 126). The testator, John Sidney, by his will made in 1905, gave all 
his estate not thereby otherwise disposed of upon trust to dispose of the 
same for such charitable uses or for such emigration uses, or partly for 

.#uch charitable uses and partly for such emigration uses as they should in 
their absolute and uncontrolled discretion think fit. A summons was 
taken out by his executors asking, inter alia, whether the said bequest was 
a good and valid charitable gift. ._Swinfen Eady, J., decided that the gift 
was too vague and indefinite, and not charitable, and therefore failed. 
The Attorney-General appealed. 

Tae:Courr (Cozens-Hanpy, M.R., and. Frercner Movciton and 


‘Brextzy, L.JJ:) dismissed the appeal. 


terms of this bequest had they applied the money for emigration purposes 
which did not benefit poor persons, and the statutes regulating the accom. 
modation for poor emigrants afforded no assistance in construing the terms 
of this gift. Then it was argued that the gift was for purposes beneficial 
to the community; those words, as had been poifted out ih Re M 
(1896, 2 Ch. 451), could not be construed too widely, for it did not follow 
that every object of public general utility must necessarily be a chariry. 
There might, of course, be some purposes of public general utility which 
might be charitable and some which might not. A very good illustration 
of this class of gift was to be found in Kindali v. Granger \5 Beav. 300), 
which had been approved of by the Court of Appeal, where the language - 
was ‘‘ for encouraging undertakings of general utility,’’ and Lord Lang- 
dale came to the conclusion that that was not a charity. In the present 
case the gift did not mention any class of emi ts or say where they 
were to come from or to go to; it was altogether vague and indefinite, 
On both grounds the contention of the appellants failed, and for the 
reasons given by Swinfen Eady, J., his lordship also came to the conclu- 
sion that the gift failed and that the appeal must be dismissed. 

F.ietceer Movtron and Buckuey, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the 
same effect.—Counser, Sur W. Robson, A.G., and G. Lawrence; E. @. 
Macnaghten. K.C., and de Montmorency ; Robb Soxtcrrors, The Tieasury 
Solicitor ; Beacheroft, Thompson, ¢ Co; Saw § Sons. 

[Reported by J. I. Sria.inc, Barrister-at Law.) 


NUGENT v. NUGENT. No. 2. 4th Feb. 


Recerver—Action—Sate sy Morrcacre—Porcnase sy Receivek Wita- 
our Leave or Court. 

A receiver of the court is absolutely barred from purchasing the property of 
which he is receiver without the leave of the court, and the court will not 
consider whether, in the special circumstances of any particular case, there is no 
probability of there being anything wrong or not. 

This was an appeal from a decision of Swinfen Eady, J. (reported 
1907, 2 Ch. 292). The question arose out of disputes between the 
defendant, Countess Anna Nugent, and her sisters and brother as to their 
rights and interest in No. 4, Third-avenue, Hove, Brighton. The facts 
were shortly as follows: In May, 1905, the defendant, who was entitled 
to one fourth share, was appointed, in a partition action, receiver of the 
rents and profits of this house, without salary. In November following a 
mortgagee, whose interest was in arrear, obtained an order giving her 
liberty as mortgagee (notwithstanding the appointment of the receiver) to 
enter and take poesession and to receive the rents and profits, to exercise 
her power of sale by public auction, and to lodge the proceeds of sale 
in court after deducting principal, interest, and costs. ‘The mortgagee, as 
a fact, did not take possession, but put the house up for sale by auction, 
In January, 1906, the defendant, without obtaining the leave of the court, 
instructed an agent to bid at the auction and bought the house for £3,500, 
On completion of the purchase the mortgagee paid the balance of the 

urchase-money, £380, into court. The defendant claimed to retain the 
sa under her purchase at the auction. Swinfen Eady, J., decided that 
the defendant as receiver could not purchase the property of which she 
was receiver without the sanction of the court, even where, as in this 
case, the sale was made by a mortgagee selling with leave outside the 
action. The defendant appealed. 

Tue Covrr (Cozens-Harpy, M.R, and F ittrcuer Moviron and 
Buckuzy, L JJ ) dismissed the appeal. 

Cozens-Haxpy, M R., said it was important to remember, in dealing 
with this class of cass, that the court did not proceed upon the footing 
that there had been fraud or any improper conduct on the part of a person 
in the position of the defendant, but upon the general principle that it 
would be dangerous to allow a person who had so much control over the 
property as a receiver of the court must necessarily have, with such 
opportunities of uiring a knowledge of the circumstances and value of 
it which may not be attained by others, to purchase the property without 
the sanction or knowledge of the court, because it was impossible to 
ascertain whether a receiver had taken advantage of his position or nob, 
Consequently it must not be assumed that, apart from the fact that the 
defencant was a rectiver, there had been anything irregular or improper’ 
in this case. The position of the receiver in this case was clearly & 
fiduciary one, and the fact that the defendant was also one of the 
tenants in common made no difference in her fiduciary position, 
and his lordship saw no grounds for taking this case out of the 
general rule he had just stated. ‘The receiver, having full knowledge of 
the rental and valuation, occupied the very position provided for by the 
rule of the court, that a person in a fiduciary position, with special means 
of knowledge not available to other’, was not allowed to purchase & 
particular property of which she was trustee. It had been argued that 
there were no special circumstances in this case avd nothing special about 
this house which would put the receiver in any better ‘position than any 
one else, but in his, lordship’s view of the case the court had no right 
consider whether under tlie special circumstances of any particular cae 
there was no probability of there being anything wrongor not. The case 
of Alven v. Bond (F1. & K. 196), had distinctly and clearly laid it down that 
a receiver of the court was absolutely debarred from purchasing the” 
property of which he was receiver for his own ‘benefit unless he obtained 
the sanction of the court; that case was, in his opinion, good law, and 





‘Swinfen. Kady, J., was qui:e right: in following it. The appeal tailed 
and must be dismiased. . “oa 


Feb. 15, 1908. a 


Cozens-Hanpy, M.R., said it had been argued by the appellant that the 
gift was in the first place a gift in relief of poverty because the bequest. 
ought to be read as a gift for the benefit of poor emigrants, and emigrants, 
in the common acceptance of the word, were usually persons who required 
assistance. In his opinion there was no justification for reading in the word 
‘‘poor.’’? The trustees would have committed no breach of trust under the 
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Fiercuer Movutron and Bucxiey, L.JJ,, delivered judgments to the 
game effect.—Oounsat, B. C. Macnaghien, K.C,, and Buchof; Jenkins, K.O. 
and J. S. Green. Soxrcrrors, Hicks, Arnold, ¢ Mosley; Greenwood ¢ 


Greenwood, 
[Reported by J. I. Srratine, Barrister-at-Law. 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


TREMAYNE v. RASHLEIGH. Eve, J. 23rd, 24th, and 30th Jan. ; 
4th Feb. 


Serrtement~—Covenant To Setrte OTHer ANp@Arrrr-acaurrep Pro- 
pExTY—Puoperty APPoINTED BY Dongs or GeneraL Power To Hersetr 
—Pxrorerty on Power—Irish Lanps—Inisnh Lanp Acts, 1903 (3 Ep. T, 
o. 37), 8s. 48; anp 1904 (4 Ep. 7, c. 34), 8. 3, sun section 1—Bonvs 
on SALE TO Tenant ror Lirse—Bonvus Inciupsgp 1n Covenant To Serre 
Arren-aCQUIRED Property. 


Under the marriage settlement of E. E. T. and her husband, dated the 17th of 
November, 1897, certain funds were settled upon E. E. T. for life and, in certain 
events, for such person or persons as she should appoint. On the 26th of March, 
1902, E. E. T., while covert, executed a voluntary settlement of ali her pro \ 
containing a covenant to settle any other property to which she then was or mig 
in the future during her then coverture become entitled. The coverture ceased in 
1904. Jn April, 1905, a sum of £2,800 became payable to the trustees of the 
marriage settlement. In July, 1905, E. E. T., then no longer covert, became 
entitled to exercise her power of appointment under the marriage settlement, and 
in December, 1905, E. E. T. appointed the sum of £2,800 to herself absolutely. 
Upon the question whether this sum was within the covenant to settle other or 
after-acquired property in the voluntary settlement of 1902, 

Held, followwmg Townshend v. Harrowby (27 L. J. Ch. 553), that the 
appointed property was not included in the covenant to settle other or after- 
acquired property. 

By the same voluntary settlement of 1902 E. E. T. settled her life interest in 
certain lands sn Ireland These were sold under the Irssh Land Act, 1903, for a 
sum of £2,010, and under the provisions of that Act and the Irish Land Act of 
1904 Z. BE. T., as tenant for life, became entitled to a bonus of £241 out of the 
Land Purchase Aid Fund. 

Held, that the bonus was included in the covenant to settle other and after 
acquired property in the voluntary settlement of 1902. , 


By the marriage settlement dated the 17th of November, 1897, of 
J.C. L. Tremayne and the plaintiff, Mrs. E. E. Tremayne, certain funds 
were settled after the life interests of the husband and wife, and in default 
of issue, for ruch persons and ae ge as the plaintiff should while not 
under coverture by deed revocable or irrevocable, or should whether 
covert or sole by will or codicil appoint. The marriage took place on the 
18 h of November, 1897. On the 26th of March, 1902, the plaintiff, being 
then still under coverture, executed a voluntary settlement whereby all 
the property to which she was then entitled, except as there declared, 
was settled upon certain trusts, and the plaintiff covenant+d that if she 
then was, or if at any time during her then coverture she should become 
seised, posse:sed of, or entitled of or to any real or personal property 
(other than the property thereby specifically settled) for any estate or 
interest whatsoever in possession, reversion, remainder, contingency, or 
expectancy (except certain property specifically excepted), then and as 
often as the sam2 should happen all such real or personal estate (except 
as aforesaid) should be held on the trusts of the voluntary settlement. 
On the 19th of December, 1904, the plaintiff obtained a decree absolute of 
divorce against J. C. L. Tremayne. There were no children of the 
marriage. On the 12th of April, 1905, the plaintiff’s father died, and 
thereupon a sum of £2,800, part of the funds settled in 1897, became 
payable to the trustees of the marriage settlement. On the 10th of July, 
1905, a decree was pronounced in the Divorce Court that the powers and 
interests of J. O. L. Tremayne under the marri settlement should be 
extinguished, and that the trustees of that settlement should reconvey the 
property therein comprised to the plaintiff as if J. CU. L. Tremayne were 
dead. On the 4th of December, 1905, in pursuance of her powers under 
the marriage settlement, the plaintiff appointed that the trust funds of 
the marriage settlement should be held for her abs Jutely. On these facts 
the question now rais-d was whether on the true construction of the 
voluntary settlement of the 26.h of March, 1902, the sum of £2,800, as 
part of funds comprised in the marriage settlement of the 17th of 
November, 1897, was property within the meaning of the agreement to 
settle other aud after-acquired property in the voluntary settlement of 
1902, of or to which the plaintiff then was or during the continuance 
of her said marriage became possessed or entitled. Part of the 
property conveyed by the voluntary settlement of 1902 consisted of 
the plaintiff's interest in certain annual rents in the freehold of 
Garracloon, in the county of Mayo. On the 7th of July, 1902, 
in the Chancery Division of the h Court in Ireland, the Vice- 
Chancellor made an order decl the trustees of the voluntary 
settlement of 1902 were entitled to enter into possession of the rents and 
profits of Garracloon during the life of the plaintiff. The- oon 
lands were agreed to be sold to the tenants under the Irish Land Act, 
1903, for £2,010, and in respect of this sale a sum of £241 4s., represen 
& percentage or bonus of 12 cent. on the eale price, became 


payab' 
out of the Land Purchase Aid Fund, under the s of section 48 of 





the Irish Land Act, 1903. By the allocation schedule of the Irish Land | 


Commission relating to these sums of £2,010 and £241 4s., the latter sum 


Was directed to be paid to the trustees of the voluntary settlement of 


© 


1902 upon the trusts affecting the plaintiff's after-acquired property. It 
Sppeared that in consequence of the decision in thie case of Re Bly's Estate’ 








(1904, 1 Ir. Rep. 66) the Irish Land Act, 1904, was 
sub-section 1, of the last-mentioned Act it is 
vendor of a solvent estate sélling under the 


use and benefit, and in such a case the sum does not form 
moneys payable to 
raised on this polot was whether the suai of £241 4s. was property 
to the trusts of the voluntary setilement of 1902. Adjourned » 
Judgment reserved on both questions. : 
Eves, J.—On the first question, after setting out the facts, the 
judge referred to Scholfeld v. Spooner (26 Ch. D. 94), and said that it 
necessary in the present case to distinguish property from power 
learned judge followed the judgment of Kiadersley, V.C., in Zions 
Harrowby (27 L. J. Oh. 553), There was no obligation on the plaint 
exercise the in favour of the beneficiariés, under the settlement of 
1902. That settlement was voluntary and did not affect the construction 
Of the decided cases Bower v. Smith (L. R. 11 Eq. 279) was not avplicable 
here. Ia that case there was a gift over toa stranger. Nordid S'eward v, 
Poppleton (1877, W. N. 29) assist the present case. In Re Gerard (58 L. T. 
800) North, J., followed Bower v. Smith (ubi supra), while Kekewich, J., in 
Re O'Connell, Mawle v. Jagoe (1903, 2 Oh. 574), followed Steward v. 
Poppleton (ubi supra). U consideration the 
the earlier authorities, an 
property appointed under it were not caught by the settlement of 1902. 
On the second question the learned judge he! 
the bonus of £241 4s. should follow the trusts of the life interest under the 
appointment of 1904 was precluded by Re Lady Annaly's Trusts (¥2'L. T. 
13), fullowed by Re Power (1907, 1 1r. Rep. 51). bonus was not an 
terest arising 


passed. By section 3 
en nuews 
Land Act, 1908, is 


iF 


atail 


incident of the life estate but an in 
estate, which accrued during the coverture, and was property caught by 
the covenant in the settlement of 1902.—Oounsst, Hon, F, Russell ; Charles 
J. Mathew. Soxticrrons, Charles Russell § Co. 


(Reported by A. 8. Orré, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 
WALFORD AND OTHERS v. WEST RIDING OF YORKSHIRE COUNTY 
COUNCIL. Channel], J. 2ad Feb. 


Epvucation—Non-provinep Scnoo.—Direcrion Attentive CHARACTSR OF 
Scnooo. — UtrrA virnes—Jvaisprcrion or tHE Cover ro Enrserain 
CompLatnt—Epvcation Act, 1902 (2 Ep. 7, c. 42), ss. 3, 7 
A county council directed (inter alia) that a non-provided school should in future 

be used only for teaching children attending the school until they pared the third 

standard, and that scholars who passed that standard should attend another school, 

The managers of the school in question complained that the directions given by the 

county council were ultra vires, as they in effect altered the character of the school. 

The managers refused to comply with the directions, and the county council 

threatened to cease paying the expenses of the school. The main question argued 

was whether the court had jurisdiction to entertamn the compluint, it being con~ 
tended by the defendant council that any appeal against the directions must be made 
to the Board of Education. 

Held, that the court had jurisdiction, and that the plaintiffs had wot ceased to 
be entitled to carry on the school as a fully recognized nox-provided elementary 
school by reason of noncompliance with the directions of the defendants to convert 
the school into an infants’ and junior school, and that the plaintiffs were entitled 
to the relief they sought. 


Action tried before Channell, J., sitting without a jury. The plaintiffs 
were the Rev. Robert Wilford, of Garforth R-ctory, Leeds all the 
other managers, save one—who was Fee by the defendante—of the 
only Church of England school in =o. the trustees of the institu- 
tion, and the parents of scholars ati pg it, anu they complained of 
certain directions and requirements of the defendant county council as 
ultra vires, and sought by the action to have them set aside. . These 


ulations would, the plaintiffs said, have the effect toa 
bla ‘ for the purpose of religious petnbme ih 


blotting out the 
provided that education should 
second, and third standards, which meant that children in 


to seven would be driven to attend county council 

which Nay < England was not — 

Cae ee ea any endl Mak 26 jertoltaice te had Owe 
raised, which could be . by the Board of. Batication,. 
had already decided it in their favanr. arguments 


{ 


days, and judgment was reserved. ; 
eb. 3.—Cuanng1, J., delivered a written judgment, 
of which he said the important 


jurisdiction to entertain the o t. The. school.in questi 
public elementary sebool within t of the Education Acts, 
was in e ea such was what was known and 


ting Geemaibed inse the passing of the Act of 1902 ase 
le | It was founded about 1882 under a-trust deed 
under the School Sites Act, 1841, for the education of 4 


to the doctrines of the Church of England: Afterthe Act of 1902 
into force a body of managers was under sub-section 
6 of that Act. On the trust deed put-in evidence at the 
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terms that no objection that they ought to be joined should be taken 
either at the trial or in any court of appeal. The plaintiffs, therefore, 
might be described as persons interested in having the school carried on 
in the -way it had hitherto been—namely, as a Church of England non- 


’ provided public elementary school—and it must therefore be taken that if 


the complaint which the plaintiffs made, that this had wrongfully been 
interfered with by the defendants, they were the proper persons to bring 
the action. Now, the main ground of complaint was that the defendants 
claimed to direct that the school in future should be conducted only as 
a echool for infants. In argument the defendants justified this claim 
rather as a threat to cease paying any of the expenses of the school. 
There had been a controversy as to whether the accommodation in 
the echool was sufficient; that was admittedly a question for the local 
authority to decide; but he doubted whether the questions raised 
in that controversy could be used to bring within the exclusive 
jurisdiction of the Board of Education the matters which were the 
main cause of complaint in this action, and as to which he had to 
consider on other grounds whether they were or were not within the 
exclusive jurisdiction of the board. Now, the school had always had more 
than thirty scholars, and had therefore always been ‘‘ necessary’ under 
section 9. That brought him to the main complaint, which was that the 
defendants’ claimed the right to direct that the plaintiffs’ school should be 
eonducted only as a schol for infants, or as a junior school for the lower 
standards 1 to 3, and that all scholars who at the time of the direction 
were being taught in standards 4 to 6 should leave and attend the new 
provided school for instruction in the higher standards. ‘The scholars in 
standard 7 were to be allowed to remain for a time, on the ground that 
they would be shortly completing their school course. The defendants 
claimed the right to take away all scholars who had passed standard 3, 
and had taken effectual means to give effect to this claim by issuing a 
circular to the parents of the children attending the school. The 
defendants justified their action and claimed the right to cease paying 
any of the expenses of the school if the directions were not complied with, 
though they did not assert the right to prevent the plaintiffs from con 
tinuing to receive and teach the scholars in question if they were willing 
to dv so at their own expense. The effect of this direction by the 
defendants was to alter the whole chardcter of the school; and, as the 
plaintiffs objected, took away the opportunity, which they said the law 
allowed them under restrictions, to give religious instruction in accord- 
ance with the doctrine of the Church of England to scholars throughout 
the whole of their school life. It was pretty clear that the defendants’ 
motive was to interfere with the religious instruction given by the 

laintiffs. He thought, however, he had nothing to do with motive, 

ut had only to deal with the acts of the defendants and the 
results. His lordship then dealt with the powers given by the 
code and said that he did not think that the plaintiffs’ case depended 
solely on section 7, and he referred to Attorney-General v. West Riding 
County Council (1907, A. C., at p. 29) and Blencowe vy Northamptonshire County 
Couneil (1907, 1 Ch. 504). He thought the enforcement of obedience to 
the law must always rest with the tribunals of the country, although it 
was not uncommon in modern legislation to depute to some person or 
body assumed to be skilled in the matter the sole power of deciding 
matters necessary to be decided in applying the law. In such cases the 
limite of the assigned jurisdiction were strictly confined. It seemed to 
him that there should be, first, a declaration that the plaintiff managers, 
with another manager appointed by the defendants, had not ceased to be 
entitled to carry on the parochial school at Garforth as a fully recoguized 
nion-provided public elementary school by reason of noncompliance with 
the d ions of the defendants to convert that school into an infants’ and 
junior school ; secondly, that the directions of the defendants to convert 
the said school into an infants’ and junior school were ultra vires of the 
defendants and void, and if acted on would be a breach of the defendants’ 

ligation to maintain the school; and, thirdly, an injunction restraining 
the defendants, their servants or agents, from taking any steps to enforce 
the conversion of the said school into the infants’ and junior school. 
Accordingly he gave judgment for the plaintiffs, with costs.—Covnset, 
Sir Robert Finlay, K.C., and Barlow; Danckwerts, K.C., Sargeant, and Latter. 
Souicrtons, Crawley, Arnold, § Co. ; Clements, Williams, § Co. 

{Reported by’Exsxixz Rerv, Barrister-at-Law. | 


WEST v. BRISTOL TRAMWAYS CO. (LIM.). Div. Court. 
3rd and 4th Feb. 


Nvureaxce—Use or Sorr Woop Creosorep ror Woon Pavinc—Derence 
or Statutory Avrnoriry—Ostication To Use Woop Pavine. 


A tramway company who are bound by statute to pave part of a roadway with 
wood paving, if they use soft wood ereosoted, and damage results to plants in the 
neighbouring gardens from the creosote, cannot justify in an action by pleading the 
statute, where st is proved that they could have used hard wood not creosoted, such 
as Jarrah wood, and this is so although they prove that the balance of advantage 
lies in using the soft wood creosoted. 


- Appeal from the Tolzey Court of Bristol in a case tried before the judge 
with a jury. ‘The plaintiff was a nurseryman, whose gardens fronted 
Cheltenham-road, Bristol. The defendants were the owners of tram lines 
laid upon. that road.: In April, 1906, the defendants relaid a portion: of 
this road opposite the plaintiff's gardens with wood blocks treated with 
creosote, The plaintiff brought an action in the Tolzey Court. for damages 
pvhre foes of injury to his nursery gardens, plants, flowers, and cro 

by noxious dust and/or vapour from materials placed by the 
defendants on the -line of their tramway on this road—namely, the 
creosoted wood blocks. The defendants pleaded that the damage was not 
caused: by the creosote, that the acts complained of were done under 
seotion 28 of the Tramways Act, 1870,.and section 8 of the Bristol Tram- 





ways Act, 1894, that the work was done in the ordinary usual and proper 
manner without negligence, and that in any case the damages were too 
remote. By section 8 of the Bristol Tramways Act, 1894: ‘‘ The company 
shall pave with wood or (by mutual agreement) with other suitable 
material to the satisfaction of the corporation so much of ’’ certain roads 
therein specified including the part of Cheltenham-road in question ‘‘ ag 
lies between the rails of the tramways in the said respective roads and so 
much of the roadway as extends 18 inches beyond the rails of and on each 
side of such tramways, and also (where double lines are or shall be laid in 
those roads) the portion of the roadway between such double lines.’’ It 
appeared from the evidence that there were two forms of wood paving 
used in such circumstances: the one of using a hard wood such as Jarrah 
wood, the other of usingse soft wood hardened with creosote. Evidence 
was also given that Jarrah wood tended to expand in damp places such as 
this part of Cheltenham-road, causing damage to the roadway. The jury 
found, in answer to the questions left to them, that the injury to the 
plaintiff's plants was caused by the wood-paving used by the defendants, 
and that it was not absolutely necessary for them to pave the road as they 
did at the time they did. In answer.to an additional question put to them 
they said that it was reasonably necessary for the defendants to repave 
the road in the way they did and at the time they did according to the 
knowledge of the defendants at the time, but that, in the light of the 
evidence given at the hearing, it was not reasonably necessary. Upon 
these findings the judge entered judgment for the plaintiff. The 
defendants appealed. 

Puiumore, J., in the course of along judgment, after observing that 
it was admitted there was evidence to support the first finding of the jury, 
that it was certainly a startling conclusion, and that he would not say 
that the last word of science had been pronounced upon it, continued: 
If Parliament orders a thing to be done, and there is only one way of 
doing it, Parliament has as much ordered that way of doing it as if it had 
expressly ordered that method. It therefore is necessary in this case to 
ascertain whether Parliament has or has not authorized the method of 
paving here employed. We must refer, not only to the express words of 
the statute, but also to the implications which must necessarily be made, 
When this has been done, we see what the Act has authorized. Here 
Parliament has authorized, and indeed commanded, the defendants to 
repair this road from time to time as and when it is required, and to do it 
with wood paving. If the defendants, in doing this, block the road, 
though it may be a great injury toa tradesman, he goes without redress. 
And the same consideration would apply to other injury, which was the 
result of exercising the power. But it lena that there are two methods 
of wood paving: the one of using a soft wood, hardened with creosote, the 
other of using a hard wood such as Jarrah wood. In this case the defen- 
dants might have used either soft wood creosoted or Jarrah wood. 
They shewed that there were various advantages in using the soft 
wood creosoted. It may be that they shewed that there was a balance 
of advantage in using such wood for paving, but they did not shew 
that such wood was the only way of paving the road with wood, 
and they did not shew that it was the only method which Parlia- 
ment contemplated should be used. It seems to me, therefore, that, 
though the defendants can plead the authority of Parliament for paving 
with wood, they cannot plead that authority for using creosoted soft 
wood. The mischief done was due to the creosote, and not to the wood. 
This mischief, whether it consisted of material particles or of gases, may 
be compared to the ‘‘ wild animal”? mentioned in the old cases, to the 
store of water in Fletcher v. Rylands (1868, L. R. 1 Ex. 265), or to the 
electric current in National Telephone Co. v. Baker (1893, 2 Ch. 186). 
If the use of creosote is dangerous, the defendants had no authority to use 
it. On this ground, therefore, I think the action should succeed. [The 
learned jadge then dealt with the findings of the jury, stating that they 
amounted to a verdict for the plaintiff.] 

Watton, J., delivered judgment to the same effect.—Counsri, 7. W. H. 
Inskip ; Clavell Salter, K.C., and B. R. Vachell. Soxrtcrrors, White § Co., 
for James Inskip § Sons, Bristol ; Stanley, Wasbrough, § Doggett, Bristol. 

[Reported by C, G. Moran, Barrister-at- Law.) 


WHITELEY v. BURNS. Div. Court. 10th Feb. 


Revenve—Mate Servanr—Business Hovse—Men Empiovep 1N THE 
Servinc ory Meats—‘‘ Warren’’—Cvustoms anp INLAND Revenve Act, 
1869 (32 & 33 Vicr. c. 14), ss. 18, 19. 


By section 18 of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1869, there shall be paid 
for every male servant 15s. a year. By sub-section 3 of section 19 ‘‘ the term 
male servant means and includes any male servant employed either wholly or 
partially in any of the following capacities—that is to say, cook, house-porter, 
Sootman, page, waiter . or in any capacity involving the dutses of any 4 
the above description of servants by whatever style the person occupying any 
capacity may be called,’ A business house employed men to help in the prepara- 
tion and serving of meals provided for the indoor staff of assistants, The magistrate 
held that these men were male servants within the meaning of section 19 of the 
Act of 1869, and convicted the appellants, who had not complied with section 18 
of the Act. | “ a ‘ 
Y Waa, that the decision of the magistrate was wrong, and that the conviction 
must be quashed, ; a 

Special case stated by a metropolitan police magistrate raising a question 
whether certain employés of William’ Whiteley (Limited) pty male 
servants ’’ within section 19 of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1869, 
for whom it was necessary to take out a licence. William Whiteley 
(Limited) had been convicted by the magistrate for not having taken out & 
licence under the Act of 1869 for male servants in respect of thirty-five 
men who are employed xe! them in the serving of meals.and in waiting om 
their 1,600 asgjstants. - 


Feb. 15, 1908. 


Bg 7 


hese men were paid. by the week, and werent 








BUSaSee date rorsedqecadse ii 


MPR" SS8 Sas abog 


th 


113 


sus 


























under the complete control of the appellant because when they 
went away every day they were free todo as they pleased. The magistrate 
stated a case, and on behalf of the firm it was contended that the men in 
question did not come within the definition of ‘‘ male servants” in section 
19 of the Act of 1869, and that no licence was therefore necessary. It 
was said they were trade servants and that the “Act only struck at 
employés kept for the purpose of luxury, and not at those who were 
necessary to enable a man to on his business. On behalf of the 
Crown it was said that the appellants to succeed must read into the legis- 
lation a general exemption of trade servants which, although such an 
exemption once existed, had been repealed. Having dropped that general 
exemption Parliament proceeded to make certain specific exemptions, 
which did not include waiters. Ultimately waiters were made taxable 
generally as male servants, but still with the exc2ption of one man 
allowed to licensed victuallers. The men in this case were ‘‘ waiters,’ and 
therefore subject to a licence as the magistrate had decided. The Act 
was not confined to the taxing of men who were employed merely as a 
luxury as distinguished from men necessarily employed for business 
purposes. In reply it was submitted that the men were not waiters, but 
merely business assistants. 

Lord Atverstonr, O,J., said the case raised an important point to large 
trading houses employing an indoor staff, but he thought the court could 
not construe the Acts in the way in which the Attorney-General had 
asked them to do. He did not think that they ought -to hold that the 
words of the statute meant to tax all trade employés who did work of the 
rame character as would be done ina private establishment by servants 
who were engaged there. He did not think these men were “ waiters,”’ 
because, in addition to some waiting, they did preliminary work in con- 
nection with meals and washing up. They were not waiters in the 
technical sense of the term, and, this being a taxing Act, must be construed 
strictly. It was quite clear that the Act of 43 Geo, 3, c. 161, Schedule ©, 
r. 1, was not meant to include all servants, because rule 2 included certain 
servants, as did some of the other rules also, which shewed that the 
Legislature thought it necessary to add such words in order to bring 
those other servants within the taxing words. No doubt it was difficult 
to deal with the word ‘‘ waiter ’’ as used in section 19 of the Act of 1869. 
Take the case of a market gardener. If they were to hold that these men 
at Whiteley’s were taxable, they would have to say that market gardeners 
were also taxable. Solomon v. Cropper (79 L. T. 301) dealt with the case of 
servants in clubs; the people who usei clubs used them with all the 
advantages and luxury of a private house, and it was there held that a 
club steward was not taxable. The decision of the 'magistrate was, in his 
opinion, wrong, and should he reversed. 

Lawrence and Surron, JJ., concurred, and the appeal was therefore 
allowed, and conviction quashed.—CounsgeL, Shearman, K.C., and Macoun ; 
Sir W. 8. Robson, AG , and W, Finlay. Souicrtors, Lloyd-George, Roberts, 
§ Co. ; Solicitor for Inland Revenue. 

[Reported by Exsxinz Reip, Barritter-at-Law. } 





Solicitors’ Cases, 
Solicitors Ordered to be Struck Off the Rolls. 
Feb. 10.—Epwarp Movunrrorp Coteman, Leamington, 
Feb. 10.—Rozert Georce Fowxer, 12 and 13, Henrietta-street, and 
113, Cannon-street, London ; and Purley. 
Solicitor Ordered to be Suspended. 


Feb. 10.—Joun Avcustvs Atnerton, ‘15, Abchurch-lane, London, 
suspended for three years from the 1st of March. 








Societies. 


Worcester and Worcestershire Incorporated Law 
Society. 


The annual meeting of this society was recently held at. the Law 
Library, Pierpoint-street. Present—Mesers. A. 8. Allen (president), T. 
Southall, F. R. Jeffery, W. W. A. Tree, G. F. 8. Brown, W. T. Curtler, 
J. L. Wood, G. W. Hobson, F. B. Dingle, J. B. B. Hill, N. G. Hyde, 
F. G. Hyde, E. C. Harrison, L. R. Needham, and W. B. Hulme (hon 
secretary). The annual report of the committee and the hon. treasurer’s 
accounts for the past year were received and adopted, and the following 
officers were elected for the ensuing year: President, Mr. A S. Allen; 
vice-president, Mr. J. H. Yonge; committee, Messrs. F. R. Jeffery, 
W. W. A. Tree, W. T. Curtler, R. A. Essex, and J. L. Wood, in addition 
to the officers of the society ; auditors, Messrs. T. R. Quarrell and O. T. E. 
Clarke ; hon. treasurer, Mr: 8. B. Garrard; and hon. secretary, Mr. W. B. 
Hulme, Mr. J, R. Anthony was unanimously elected a member of the 
society, and a resolution was heartily congratulating Judge 
Amphlett, K.C., on his elevation to the county court bench. 

The following are extracts from the report of the committee : 

Members:—The present number of members is fifty-six, which is an 
increase of one on the number of members last year. There ‘have been 
» Tey or resignations. The mew member is Mr. Leonard Ronald 

am. 


Election of Ordinary Members of the Council of the Law Society.—Corre- 
spondence with regard to the candidature of Messrs. Pinsent and Gurne 
as ordinary members of the Council’ of the Law Society was j 
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individual societies the association. Your committe: ‘abeated 
that a circular chould be sat So the muons, of, es Snr are 
members of the Law Society a o- to su of the 
pease —e the A Lay wer Societies and to 
oppose the e on Messrs, Pinsent Gurney. e candidate, Mr. 
Frank William Stone, of Tan’ Wells, supported by the Associated 
Provincial Societies, was duly el t 

Election of Ordinary Members of Council of Law Society.—At the half-yearly 
meeting of the society the policy to be followed in the election of or 
members of the Council of the Law Society was considered, and the con- 
clusion arrived at was that it was desirable that members of this society 
who are alao members of the Law Society should in future defer up. 
their voting papers until the lapse of sufficient time to give the comm! 
of this society an opportunity to consider any matters which it might be 
desirable to bring to the attention of members before voting. The 
committee will be glad if members will bear this recommendation in mind, 

Election of Mr. John Stallard as Mayor.—On the 9th of November Mr, 
Joh Stallard, a member of the , was elected Mayor of Worcester. 
In the last fifty years only six solicitors have sat in the chief magistrate’s 
chair. Mr. Stallard’s election to the office therefore demanded some show 
of appreciation for the honour conferred upon a member of this society, 
whose family in the last fifty years has su four mayors to ° 
Mr. Stallard was on the 11th of December entértained at dintier at the 
per are The president, Mr. hy ~~ = in ng ny rid alan 
suppor by the vice- ent (Mr. J... Yonge), h on 
Harington, the Reeder, R. H. Amphlett, K.C.); Mr. V- Graham 
Milward, the Clerk of the Peace, Mr. W: Henry Stallard, and the 
great majority of the members of the society. ’ 

Corrupt Practices Act.—The Council of the Law Society are of opinion 
that the receipt by solicitors of commissions on insurance premiums and 
_ of shares of stockbrokers’ commissions should be disclosed to the 
client. ‘ 





Incorporated Law Society for Cardiff and District. 


The annnal meeting of this society was held on Thursday, the 30th of 
January, 1908, in the Law Library, at the new Law Courts, Cardiff. The 
president (Mr. James Morgan) took the chair, and there was a large 
attendance of members, 

The annual of the committee was presented and adopted, and 
the treasurer’s accounts for the past year were approved. Mr. Rodway 
Hunt was elected vice-president for the present year, and Messrs. James 
Morgan, F. OC. Shackel, J. T. Richards, and F. J. Lean were added to the 
committee. Mr. 0. E. Dovey was re-elected auditor of the society's 
accounts. 

The President then delivered an address dealing with the legislation 
and the principal decisions of the courts in the past year. The-address 
was ordered to be printed and circulated among the members. . 

On the motion of the President, seconded by Mr. George David, it was 
unanimously resolved that the cordial lations of the society be 
offered to Mr. 8. T. Evans, K.C., M.P. (who was formerly a member of 
re on profession), on his appointment to the office of Solicitor- 

neral, 

Vo'es of thanks to the president and to the hon. treasurer (Mr. W. 
Bradley), and to the hon. secretary (Mr. Walter Scott) concluded the 
proceedings. 
=. the evening the members of the society dined together at the City 
all. i ie & 

The following are extracts from the report of the committee : 

Members.— Your committee have to report that the number of members 
of the society is now 139, and of subscribers to the library 11. Daring the 
past year three members of the society, Messrs. Charles Evans, BE B, 
Reece, and David Rees, have been removed by death. Mr. Oharles Evans, 
E. B. Reece, and David Rees have been removed by death. Mr. Charles 
Evans occupied the position of vice-president of the society for the year 
1907, and would in the ordinary course have been eletted president for the 
coming year. Mr. E. B. Reece was one of the members of the committee 
at the formation of the society in 1886. Mr. David Rees had been a 
mamber of the for ten years. The loss Of these gentlemen 
from the profession is greatly to be regretted. The vacancy occasioned by 
the death of Mr. Charles Evans has been filled by the election by the 
committee, pursuantito clause 31 of the articles of association, of Mr. J, L. 
Wheatley as vice-president. . 

The Society’s Library.—In March last the ‘gelibrary was removed 
to the new rooms in the City Hall, where there is ample t 
for the books and for the convenience of those using the library. It is 
satisfactory to report that the removal was effected without any serious 
interruption to the use of the li , and the arrangement of 
on the new shelves was effected by the librarian in a Lows a and satis- 
factory manner. The president formally opened the library on. March 
27th, and hospitably entertained the members of the socie ; 
sn, armani Ghai Gnas peated oe or 
t brary. e indly given a } 
the meetings of society, which it is proposed shall henceforth be held 
in the library. The number of issues of books in the year 1907 amounted 
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to 4 607. Esto; 
Legal Education.—A scheme for the establishment of a Board of 
Le zal Education for Wales and Monmouth ‘has-been considered, © This: 
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scheme would enable law lectures and classes for the benefit of 
solicitors’ articled clerks and other law students to be held in various 
re of the Principality, the necessary funds being provided partly by 
subscription and partly by a grant from the Law Society of London. 
Your committee have approved the draft scheme subject to some amend- 
ments ray by them in order to ensure the co-operation of the 
University College of South Wales and Monmouthshire, and it is now 
under the consideration of the Council of the Law Society of London. 
Your committee are pleased to note that the Law Students’ Society has 
been revived in Cardiff. Considerable advantage can be gained by 
articled clerks attending and taking part in the debates of this society. 





The Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Association. 

Mr. Spooner (Messrs. Parker, Garrett, Holman, & Howden) has been 
re-elected. president, and the following officers have been re-elected for 
the ensuing year: Hon. treasurer, Mr. A. OC. Crane (Messrs. Paines, 
Blyth, & Huxtable) ; hon. secretary, Mr. Francis Kalb (Messrs. Wontmer 
& Sons); hon. secretary to lectures, Mr. J. Verrall (Messrs. Simpson, 
Oullingford, & Co.); hon. librarian, Mr. Henry Hall (Messrs. Water- 
house & Co.) 





United Law Society. 


Feb. 10.—Mr. P. W. Pegg moved the following resolution: ‘‘ That the 
case of Re Lewis, Lewis v. Lewis (1904, L. R. 2 Ch. 656) was wrongly 
decided.’’ Mr. F. Hardinge Dalston opposed. The debate was continued 
by Mr. Aylen, Mr. Thomson, Mr. Edwards, and Mr. Redfern; Mr. Pegg 
eplied. ‘he motion, on being put from the chair, was lost by two votes. 





Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Society's Hall on the 12th inst., Mr. Walter Dowson 
in the chair, the other directors present being Sir George Lewis, Bart., 
Bir John Hollams, and Messrs. W. C. Blandy (Reading), Charles Goddard, 
W. H. Gray, J. Roger B. Gregory, Samuel Harris (Leicester), W. G. 
King, OC. G. May, R. 8. Taylor, and J. T. Scott, secretary. A sum of 
2630 was distributed in grants of relief, seven new members were admitted, 
and other general business was transacted. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


Law Students’ Societies. 


Law §Sruvents’ Desatine Sociery.— Feb. 11.—Chairman, Mr. J. E. C. 
Adams.—The subject for debate was: ‘‘'That the case of Re Ori bar, 
Wynter v. Orlebar (1908, 1 Ch. 136), was wrongly decided.’’ Mr. A. W. 
Findlay opened in the affirmative, Mr. S. 8. Ogilvie seconded in the 
affirmative; Mr. W. M. Pleadwell opened in the negative, Mr. A. P. 
Sponton seconded in the negative. The following members continued the 
debate: Messrs. H. T. Thomson, Harnett, Dowding, Henderson. The 
motion was lost by two votes. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Witraip H, Manes, solicitor, managing clerk to Mr. W. J. Read, 

of Blackpool, has been appointed Assistant Solicitor to the Swansea County 

Council. Mr. Madge, who was educated at the Swansea Grammar 

School and Clifton College, served his articles with Mr. T. W. James, of 

Swansea ; took first class honours at his final examination and was 
admitted in 1899. 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Ernest Batroun Trorrern, Ratrpx Tuicknesser, and Francis Jonn 
Krxopon Hutt, solicitors (Trotter, Thicknesse, Patteson, & Hull), 64, 
Victoria-street, Westminster, Dec, 1. [ Gazette, Feb. 7. 





Bi a General. 
‘There are now, a writer in the @iJe affirms, more than 250.K.0.’s in the 


* [he Lord Chancellor has been elected an honorary Fellow of Balliol 


College, Oxford. 
* he annual dinner of the Gray’s-inn Debating Society will take place 
atthe Gaiety Restaurant on Friday evening, the 28th inst., and among 

who have accepted invitations to be present are Lord Justice 


Mennedy, Mr. Justice Bigham, and Mr. Justice Eve. 4 





the High Court? asks a writer in the Daily Tel-graph. Apart from Sir 
Edward Clarke, K.C., who was not tempted by the Mastership of the 
Rolls, in 1897, there is only one who is known to have done s2—Mr. Arthur 
Cohen, K.C. This was as long ago as the year 1881 In 1883 the lite 
Lord Selborne offered a judgeship to Mr. Edward Macnagh-en, Q C., MP, 
which was also declined: How wise was Lord Selborne to tender, and 
Mr. Mvenaghten to refuse it, has been proved by subsequent events. 


On the 6th inst., in the House of Commons, Mr Byles asked the 
Secretary. of State for the Home Department whether, having regard 
to the resolution unanimously passed by this House on March 20 last, on 
the motion of the hon. member for Bethnal Green, he was prepared with 
any proposal to check the growing judicial practice of committing debtors 
to prison. Mr. Gladstone said: The Government propose ‘to refer the 
question of imprisonment for debt to a Select Committee. 


Chief Constable Carter informed the Windsor magistrates on Tuesday, 
says the Daily Mail, that drunken beggars were becoming a perfect 
nuisance to residents, and used threats to occupiers of houses who refused 
to give them money or food. One old man told the bench that he was an 
Indian Mutiny veteran. The Chief Constable, however, thought he recog- 
nized him as an old convict. He therefore proposed to take an im- 
pression of his finger-prints. At the mention of the words “‘ finger- 
prints’? the man picked up his bundle and, bolting out of the police- 
station where he had been taken, ran as fast as he could out of the town. 


The death is announced of Sir William Nicoll, LL.D., late Chief Justice 
of the Colony of Southern Nigeria. He was, says the Times, admitted a 
member of the Scottish Faculty of Advocates in 1882, and practised in 
Edinburgh till 1888, when he was appointed a stipendiary magistrate in 
British Guiana. Later he was appointed Acting Chief Justice for British 
Honduras, while in 1897 he became Queen’s Advocate of the colony of 
Lagos, and in the same yeara Judge of the Gold Coast Colony. Since 1902 
Sir William had been Chief Justice of the Colony of Lagos (now Southern 
an sea He received his knighthood in 1906, and retired in December 
ast. 


Mr. Percy M.C. Hart, writing to the Zimes on the Public Trustee, says: 
‘* Doubtless the majority of your readers have by now received several 
circulars from the new appointed Public Trustee. How farit is consistent 
with the dignity of a Government Office to issue literature which, if circu- 
lated by a private individual, could only be described as advertising, I will 
gladly leave to the public judgment. . . . Be it observed that the Public 
Trustee has the widest discretion as to what trusts he will undertake, so 
that he will in all probability decline trusts of any but a perfectly usual 
character, and that he will certainly not accept any trust which would 
entail the holding of any property, such as leaseholds or partly-paid 
shares, which would involve liability. In other words, it is manifest that 
the Public Trustee will not be prepared to accept the innumerable risks which 
have hitherto been undertaken gratuitously by private trustees. . . . If 
a man dies of property worth £50,000, which has to be converted 
and invested in Government securities, the income of which has to be paid 
to his widow during her life, and after her death has to be distributed 
amongst children, I find the following fee will be levied by the Public 
Trustee . . . [on income] —An annual feeon paymentof income. Assuming 
the income to be £1,800 the annual fee will be £23, so that if the widow sur- 
vives for, say, 20 years, her income will be taxed to the extent of £460... . 
Of course, the greatest hardship will be worked by the income fees, which 
bear heaviest on the income below £500 a year, such incomes paying no 
less than £2 per cent. The practical effect of thls will be to add nearly 
5d. in the pound to the unhappy beneficiary’s already swollen income tax. 
As is well known, nearly all private trustees whose trust property is 
invested in Government funds authorize the bank concerned to remit 
dividends direct to the beneficiary, who thus receives the same without 
either trouble, risk, or expense. I find the Public Trustee has power to do 
this, but if he exercises this weighty discretion he nevertheless retains £1 
per cent. (about 2}d. in the pound) of theincome. [ have not yet suc- 
ceeded in discovering what is the consideration for this particular fee.”’ 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora ov ReoisTeans in ATTENDANCE ON 
Emencency Aprzat Cover Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Ror. No. 2. 








Date. As Joyron. Swixvew Eapy. 
Monday, Feb. ......17 Mr, Synge Mr. Leach Mr. Tindal KingMr. Bloxam: ~ 
¥ : soe seossoceeoes Borrer Greswell Church Synge —- 
Wednesday ..... coe 19 Church Leach Tindal King Greswell 
Thursday ......00-. Farmer Church Synge 
Friday ..... Greswell Leach Tindal King Theed 
rem. Soagay Tindal King Greswell Church Synge 2 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice. 
Date, Wanainaros. Nevis. Parkes. Evs, 
onda: eevee 17 Mr, Borrer Mr. Farmer Mr, Goldschmidt Mr. Chureh 
ones, FD oom th Sinem Beal Theed Tindal King 
Borrer Farmer Goldschmidt Synge 
Bloxam Beal Theed . Leach 
Borrer Farm-r Goldschmidt Beal 
Bloxam Beal Theed Goldschmidt — 





Feb. 15, 1908. | 
— 


It is announced that Mr. J. Campbell Lorimer, Advocate, K.C., has been 
appointed Sheriff of Ayrshire, in the room of the late Sir David Brand. 


How many practising members of the bar have refused judgeships of 
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Winding-up Notices. 


London Gasette.—Fatpay, Feb. 7. 
JOINT STOCE COMPANIES. 
Liurrzp m Cmarxocsay 
A. Danes & Co, Liwrrzp—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 28, to send their names 
: d addresses, and the particulars of their ST ene ans to William Peet > 
Cropden, 8tyer, Fenchurch st, solor for liquidators. Nors,— 
Co (Limited) were taken over by Albert Baker & Co. (1898) Cidenited) 
Acreep ULarz & Co, Luoorszp (mm Ligurpation)—Creditors are 
, to send their names acd addresses, egg of 
» — Brookes, 399, Plodder In, Farnworth, nr ton, Nelson, Farnworth, solor to 
iquidator 
ARRINDELL Synpicate, Liuitep— eee are pousired, om 7. before March 7, y send 
their names and addresser, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George 
Carnaby Harrower, College hill chmbrs. DunderdalJe, London wall, solors for liquidator 
Bourst anD BawxtxG Co or Ecypt, Linrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 28, 
to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars o their debts or claims, to 
Alfred Nahman, 26, Rue Cherif Pacha, Cairo, Bayt Farrar & Co, solors to companr 
Barovsor “~ Co oF Great Barrars, Luarrep Petn for winding up, presented: Feb 6, 
pr ne ha be heard Feb 18. Brown & Co, Pancras solors for Notice of 
ys a eh 2. reach the above-named not Jater than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


c = rs Breeze, Liutren—Creditors are required, on or before March 18, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Humphrey Doidge 
Vellacott, 141, Fenchurch st. Halse & Co, solors for liqaidator 

F. W. TINKER, Liuitrp—Creditors are required, on or before March 7, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr yn 
bie wal Leach, Hardsbaw st, 8t Helens. Oppenheim & Son, st Helens, solors 

Seoren & Co, Liurrzp—Creditors are required, on or before ay 4 25. to send —_ names 


and addresees, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. W. F. Crowther, 
Union Bank chmbrs, Deansgate, Bolton 

Lospon Gas Maytix Mawyvractursrs, Linirep—Petn for wind i 9 ggg what Feb & 
directed to be heard at the Court Hous, Garratt In, hedoee ‘eb 17. 


Stevens, Fen ct, Fenchurch st, solors for petner. Notice of appearing must ann 5 bd 
above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afcernoon of Feb 15 

Mucamore Art Co, Liutrzp - Peta for winding up, presented Feb 5, ype to be heard 
Feb 18, Williams & Co, New Broad st, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Feb 17 

London Gasette.—Turspay, Feb, 11. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 

“ Liwitep tn Cuaxcery, 

De Drow Bovtoy, Liurrzp—Creditors ar2 required, on or before March 24, to send their 
pames and adoresees, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur Charles- 
worth, 20, Copthallav. Grundy & Co, Gresbam st, solors for liquidator 

Dexyer & Dyson, Limitep—Creditors are requir- a, on or before March 11, to send their 
names and addreeses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick Bertram 
Smart, 22, Queen st, Cheapside, liquidator 

Heratp Motor Maxvracturtne Co, Liwrrep—Petn for winding w B, Seccnted Feb 6, 

directed to be heard at Quay st, Manchester, Feb 26, at 10 eelock. Sims & 
Manchester, solors for petar, Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not 
later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Feb 25 

Srancey Fastener Co, Limitep (tx Votuytary Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on 
or before March 25, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or — to Thomas Turketine, 52, Coleman st. Ashley & Co, Telegraph st, solors for 
lquidator 

Yu a Mayvracturine Co, Limirzp—Creditors are required, on or before March 18, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Gerald 
Beaumont Ash, 2, Parkhill rd, Hampstead. Tillett, Laurence Pountney hill, solor for 
liquidator 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Faipay, Jan. 31. 
A.iey, Epwarp, Herne pl, Herne Hill March1 Hunter & Lawford, Moorg.te st 


ARTHUR, WAtrae, Newcastle upon Tyne Feb29 Arnott & Co, Newcastle upoa Tyne 
Aust, Mary Any, Fratton, Portsmouth March 28 Allen, Portsmouth 


Bal.pox, Exizasers, Bowline, Bradford Feb28 Atkinson, Bradford 

Buawp, Extzasern, Brixton rd March 12 Hortio, Edgware rd 

Baamaty, Groner, "Hudiersfield March 2 Kidd & Co, Holmfirth 

Bray, AnTuur, Bradford, Tailor March 1 Beldon & Aekroyd, ee 

Baice, Emma, Liandudno’ March 1 Beldon.& Ackroyd, Brad 

Car.iLt, Epwarp Howarp, Kingston upon Hull, Insurance wad Feb 29 Carlill, Hull 

CaRLULL, SypNey, Kingston upon Hull, Insurance Agent Feb?9 Stuarc, Hull 

Coxe, Sopmia, Lowestoft Feb 28 Johnson, Lowestoft 

Cow ry, Henry, Chippenham, Wilts, Threshing Muchine Proprietor March 2 
WJ&D Awdry, Chippenham 

Cassome, — Lytton grove, Patney Hill Feb 28 MHarratt & Pollock, 

ly pl, Holborn 

Davirs ‘ALFRED Fitzjohos av, Hampstead March 16 Hollams & Co, Mincing In 

Davis, DANIEL, Rockbeare, Devon March 16 Gilbert & & Co, 

Day, Pariscitia, Upminster, Essex March5 Hunt & Hunt, Romford 

Eatox, Jouw Wiiu1am, Rectory rd, Stoke Newington, Commercial Clerk March 10 Carr 
& Co, Rood In, Fenchurch st 

Fox-Auuix, Exr1za Jane, Moseley, Worcester March 31 Powell & Browett, Diewiaghem 

Gisss, Epwaep, Leamington, ‘arwick March 31 Powell & Browett, Birming! 

Goppaarp, Jons, Nutcombe, Haslemere, — 16 Crawford & Lockhart Belfast 

Gray, MaAnrcarer, Cockerton, nr Darlington 10 Wooler & Wooler, Da: +o 

— Upleatham, "Cleveland, Yorks, Gardener March 40 Wooler & Wooler, 

arlington 

Gore. James, Cranbrook, Kent, Farmer Feb14 Brennan & Brennan, Maidstone 

Harwaap, Jouy, Darlaston March? Platt. Walsall 

He.ues, Hasrizt Sopsia Suaw, Tunbridge Wells March 23 Pennington & Son, 

Lincoln’s inn fields. 


Baum, Sever, 8t Lawrence rd, North Kensington April 30 Payne & Co, New sq, 


inn 
Hoppsr, KiizaBeta Fostss, Kiogston upon Hull, Grocer March 12 Holden & Co, Hull 
Nalder Mallet 


Hvurron, Taomas, Pilton, Somerset Wheelwright Feb 17 Shepton 

Irnvise, Maata, Low Feli, Gateshead March 10 Newcastle poe yee 

Jouxsox, James, Grosvenor rd, Canon! March 98 moody 

Jonzs, Asxu Jews. Havysty, Perry vale, Forest Hill March 4 Harrison Co, Bedford 
row 

Joxrs, Junx, Liverpool, Stockbroker March7 Pierce, Wrexham 

we FRaNKLIN Eicuarpson, Blackheath, Kent March13 Trinder & Co, Leaden- 

ee bg Otrv1a, Moorcroft rd, Streatham March 81 Pilley & | ag ag row 

Laueest, ANN, Lower Richmond rd, Patney March 14 Sloper & Fg nt hill 

sawn Sus: wxau, Norland eq, Holland pk avy March 14 Mosd & Sons, Jermyn st, 

ames’s 
Lawsox, Tyee, Whitley Bay, Northumberland March 2 Arnott & Co, Newcastle 


upon 
Lea, Jouy, ighworth, Wil's March 7 Elwell & Bon, Highworth 


- 





@ Pembroke Feb li Brice & 
Mizoniy, Rontar Baauten, Hambledon, anagem Os Feb 28 Smith & ‘empty 


Sasi’ poe Morte E Os. vere te : 


Mayszrou, Janes 4 
-~5° > 4 Feb 21 Hortie & Co, 


Neave, Artuor, Hailsham, Erect March : 
se “mares 


Osmax, Gronce James, Egham, cm, Hythe, “er 


Fw wna 


Rozeraar, Moses Annawam, Greencroft 
Sapuzte, AJ, Feb 29 
Sansom, Tuomas, Stoke 

Sparks, Levi, Bidens e, pr Baul Fea Feb 
Sraac, Marta, March 14 

Straps, James, many em wale Soe 
Genscan, oe 


Provupmay, Emma, Rusholme, Manchester 
Rosgats, Marcosetrz Vitcerrcve aig 
Evans & Co, Nicholas » FRE 
Watts & Co, Yeovil 
23 Bush & oF wa Bristol 


Vieoans, Many, Rochdale Foss 
Warp, Atraep Nonwax, Well walk 

Wrstase, Evizasere, s, Kent Ree 29 
Witutams, Jonx, Bangor, Carnarvon 


WIi.Tsnisz, Saran Axx, Tunbrid Pd 
Wi rentae, Taomas, Tunbridge Wells, Physician 


Woeseneten, Lag ony Morecambe, = oy. Siesta 
nicut, Mary Ay», 5 hg March 1 y, Rose lewgat 
Wver, Isaac, Ruskington, Lincs May 1 saet eke & Co Sleafonl, Lines 
London memcpy = _ 4, 
Aytrosus, Epuunp, Lenn ta Worcester, Foster, Ma 
Ayrox, Ropert, Ram March 16 avery & Steven, Fen ct, ener ot 
Botton, Cares, Oxf March 25 
Bureay, Hervert, Darnall, Sreiteld: Bec Retailer March 4 Smith & Co, Sheffield 
tee i re Shite, Southampton March ie Bailey e White, inchester 
Botours, Jouy, a 
Casu, Saran, East Heath rd, Hampstead Marchi Ward & Sons, Leeds 
Cray, Evves Evizapera, ot 81 Scholefield & Son, ge 
Cotzovey, Water, Uttoxeter, Staffs, Painter March 12 Wilkins, Ui 
Cuaseese, Atraep, Aston sub Edge, Gis ta Farmer March2 New, Chipping cute, 


Coox, Groner, 30 & Coley, Birmingham 
Soresum, a teh a Feb Conpe Southwold 
De Bonmoss, Rss EvizaBsTs {~~ Leghorn, Itaty Feb 29 Speechly & Co, New s7, 
Docxworta, Sn, Harthill, Yorks Feb 2) ie & Co, ~ ony ll 
Hendon Newton 








Doxe, Pxitie Funes eee Feb 29 & Oo, Finsbary cireu 
 oag 7 : M. saanon Srdcabam” Feb 24 Po Girling, Farnival st 
, Hannan Maat iB 
Loop, Hanna Ay gr, 8 Toles > 


Gast, San Mowsaay, Weston super 


ellington, 
Geptinc, Ropert, Whitehaven Feb om 
Gratine, Rev Jous Cork, Coltishall, N 
Gown, Jonx Epwix Feb 4 yo Box, 
Gusx, Ecganon Haxxan Feb 14 ng Lh, ‘& ne, Cote 
Hopesoyn, Mary Ax» Louisa, Southport March ey & Co, Sheffield 
SS Eastagpen: gins, South ansington, vil Engineer March 12 Ashurst 


Hovss,  Messapere, Wheathampatead, Hereford March 14 Hopwooi & Sons, South 
"sion 
Horus, Sounrs, Attercliffe, Sheffield, Beerhouee Keeper March 7 Branson & Son, 


Ingcanp, James, Kew Foot rd, Richmond March 14 Skewes-Coz & Co Richmond 
eon Apaenass Moise, Freemantle, Western Australia March 20 Trinder & Co, 


Kino, Evizaseta Axuz, Tunbridge Wells March 15 Pontifex & Oo, St Andrew et, 
Holborn circus 


Kyte, 0 a went Union County, New Jernxy, USA March 13 Sladen 
Lave, xu Kezian, Baalbec rd, Highbury March 16 Savery & Stevens,” Fen ct, 


Lorrvs, Tuomas, South Shields Feb 22 Hegaey & 0 Co, South Shields 
McTonk, Arsnaneen. Bradford March 4 Gor Bradford 

Mery, THomas, Sands, Cumberland, Tailor Feb 29 Stordy, Carlisle 

Moraax, Joun, yt R. Foster, Malvern 

Mounpay, Rareens, Seanges, March 7 Young & Co, Essex st, Strand 
Opames, yey eter “Apis yt - Laicester 

Otproyp, ALicg, Dew Scholefiela & son. Dewsbury 

Owsey, "Fanon, Mle, erence Farniture Manuf ctarer April 30 Coley 
Purpsox, "memben Putney March 25 Sloper & Co, pad Awe of ag 

Pickett, Wittiam Ricnasp dking Willesden ln Feb 29 & Co, King st, 


1 
Prniz, Georor, North Ferriby, Yorks March16 Tyler, Clement's inn 
Ruvpes, James, Lanes, Waste eo Maroh 14 er & Co, Manchester 


Whitehaven 
6 Foster & Co, Norwich 


Ro CHaRLes Ew Yorks Feb 2 

Suaw, Jauss, Elland Dyer March Garsed, El “seedy 

Geuwee, 10 ight Hon Gronor gear «Semel, Sloat March 12 Parrer & 
*s inn fields 


Sprixa, “Wiuitas Hewny, Swansea -March7 Evans, Swansea i 
Stevens, WILLIaM, Cambridge March? Hall, Ely 
Fasten, 5 Bowane, Mun Gis, Sentieater, Warehouseman March 4 Ditcon & Co 
Vorsey, Betsry, Calvervale rd, Cla March 13 & Co, Queen Victoria st 

oY: —— King ; 


Warnes, Epwarp March2 Ball & bah Glos 
Watney, Taomas Joux, Fed29 Hi Co, Hatifax 
Wiaa, Jonny, Leicester, Arc! March 2 Steveneon son Lalnonber 


Woopsovss, Tuomas, Ashton with Stodday, Lancaster, Farmer March2 Thompson & 

Yoot, Gronos VaLewtrxe, Belgrave mans, Grosvenor gins Pears & Co, Albemarle st: 
London Gasette —: b 7. 

Avams, Jonx, Mossley, or 


Cation, Gate Bilis, Burslem 
Gen’ Eve March 10. lo Ge e &G Keith, 
eee tar end Sons, DD, st ’Tavy, Devon Kk, Goathampton & ‘ed, 


Buc’ tr, Pescy, Guildford March 7 Dy 6 Dalen, Ashton under Lyne 

Catwva,’Euzasers, Oxtord s, Stepney March 10 Yvilding & Co., Vincent sq, 
er 

CuirronD. ve Banehaiee March 7 Welman & Sons, Westbourne 

Curr, . WARD Jon, Sistem, Bote , Farmer March 14 Horwood & James, Aylesbury 


Co Mary, Uldpam March 7 "Robioson, Oldbam 
Coenen Danret, New March 16 Dallimore & Son, Sere New was? 
ychwood, Oxford April 7 


Damayt, Casournz Resecca, Milton under W. 
Deane, eas Coen tnvrstty Aion Ohardwoct, Devon, Devons ¥ pai RS 


Dea or Tyouks Cyevenwest, Alten 
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Deroy, Witt1au, Westgate on Sea, Kent, Timber Merchant's area Feb 21 Wilson, 
te 


Diss, Eowarp, New Ferry, Chester March 20 Barker & Mayfield, H 
Foxtrasa, Martaa, Liverpool March 10 Clayton & Stewart-Brown, Liverpool 
Foor, Jane Uxivia, Bath March? Tucker, Bath 
Goppasp, Joux, Nutcombe, Ha-lem*re March 16 Crawford & Lockhart, Belfast, Ireland 
Gosye.i, Euma 'Hamaterre Apeaive, Deal Mareh7 Brown & Brown, Deal 
Gosye.t, Ricuanp Hamer, Deal March? Browo & Brown, Deal 
Gausexwoop, Junx, Bradford, Brush Maker March 11 Sute.iffe & Trenholme, Bradford 
Gasty, ALice, Liverpoot Feb 29 na P Liverpool 
ABBBRD, a ont Theobalds kevern,. Ps Printer March 10 Dunkerton & 
ford row 

Hanzis, James Ketvau, Sta ill, ae March 5 . Drewry & Co, Burton on Treat 
Hiooeis, Tuomas Houseman, reshficld, Lanes, Merchant March 5 Laces & Co, Live-pool 
Houmsus, esan Eowano, Corfe Castle, Dorset, Doctor March 20 Sewell & Co, 


Bi 
—, Jose, , Kingston upon Hall, Builders’ Merchant Feb 15 Locking & Holdich, 
a! 





Jopxesox, Eucex, Leyton, Eesex Feb 29 Freeman, Leyton 

Jonxs, Wiuiam Hexry, Kensworth, Herts March7 Rutter & Co, Norfolk st 

Kuowzas, Rev James, Plymouth h6 Foot, Piymouth 

Lawes, Ropeat Bartso.tomew, Dover March 31 Bullen & Debenliam, Cheapside 

qawsssce, Cuaaces, Sutton Coldfi ‘ld, Warwick March 25 Copley, St. Ives, Hunts 
Lawaerce, Exiza, Petherton rd, Canonbury March 4 Adcams & Adams, Clenient’s 


inn, 
Littce, Baws amin, Liverpool April 1 Gregson & Sharman, Liverpool 
Macavtay, Cuaries Tarvetyax, Bath rch 2 Shield & Mackarness, , Seine @ 


Meyrick, 8vsan Dre April 15 eT Photon Plymouth 
MIDDLEMIse, Wasa nove 4 Photographic Apparatus Manufacturer 
March 14 Westwood & radford 


Parker, Caro.ine, ‘olk March? Partridge & Wilson, Buy 8t Edmunds 
Pagsett, Witt1aM Kerns, ane, ul Park rd, Hackney ee. 6 Corbin & Co, Bedford row 
Passy Ropeat, tryneglwys, Denbigh March7 Minshall & Co, Liangollen 

Peace, James, ” Peterchurch, urd, Farmer March 16 Hamfrys & Symonds, Hereford 
Pickxenixo, Exizapets Jaxer, Birkdale, Southport 

Pops, Cuastes AcBert, Bid-ford, Devon, Tobacconist March 4 Bazeley & Co, Bideford 
Pows tt, Evizasera, A Green, Worcester March 31 Powell & Browett, B:rminghim 
QuagTeemain, Wattage Jony, Wembley March 25 Rossiter & Odell, Coleman st 

Ross, Gera.orss, Oxford ter, Hyde Park Mareh7 Gordon & Mariey, New Broad st 
Suerrisiv, WiLtiaM, Manchester, Brewers’ Labourer March 21 os. Manche.ter 
Surrn, Jane Euizassta. West Uulwich March9 Child & Cnild, Sloane 


Sxoox, JaMEs a cag fat nT ceagh & Bon March 15 Bye & ‘lyre, Golden sq 


Srevens, Los, Calne, Son, Calne 
Sustnes, Se Wituiau Lanes, Camberwell green, Solicitor March 7 Tempany & Co, 
ford row 


Taorre, Wittiam Exuiort, Hastings Marchi Gaby & Smith, Hastings 
Upson, Coartes Water Joun, Leigham Court rd, atham, Boot Merchant March 25 


Venn & Woodcock, High Holborn 
tiga Hesry Guittaume, Liverpool, Draughtsman April 1 Gregson & Sharman, 


1 

Wouriock, Wat prenoneen. Syresham, Northampton, Timber Dealer March 8 Whitehorns & 
Wy, 

Watusans, Janes Homas, Hallen, Henbury, Glos, Yeoman March 25 Benson & Co, 





Manrvg.t, _——" Westbourne grove, Bayswater, Upholsterer March 7 


yawater 


Bankru iptcy Notices. 


‘cnspay, Feb. 4. 
London RST MEETINGS. 

Anam, Noaug, Gorton, , Confectioner Feb 12 
at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, 

Baynxs, Avzeat, Cleckheaton, Yorks, Hardware Merchant 
Feb 14 at 11 | Off Rec, 29, Manor row, Bradford 

Bartse, Faaxx Janes, Frome, Somerset, Baker Feb 12 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 


Beu., ALPert Epwanp, Birkenhead, Tailor Feb 12 at 11 | 


Off Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liv 

Bowers, Wiss ALLAy, Park ,8t James’s Feb13 atl 
Bankru bldge, Care’ 

ristol, But ~4 Feb 12 at 12 Off Rec, 26, 

win st, Bristol 

Cuester, Jonny Henry, Mexborough, Yorke, Plumber 
Feb 13 at 11:30 Off Rec, Figtree ln 'Sheffiel 

Cote, Guartes Moytacvs, —_ ~ +. ton, Corn Dealer 
Feb 14 at 1 y bidge, Carey st 

Conyexs, hehe Bridlington, Yorks, Licensed Victualler 
Feb 13 at 3 Off Rec, 48, Westborough, Scarborough 

Davis, Euan, ‘het, Hay Dealer Feb 13 at 12.30 Off 
Rec, F ln, Sheffield 


Bare... 4 geprKick Cuagies, Cannon st, Builder Feb 14 
atil Bankruptcy bldgs, Ca rey st 

Davis, feaaee Sipyzy, Portedown rd, Maida Vale, Book- 
maker Feb13at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, mmf at 

Dixon, Tuomas Roseet, Seaton Carew, , Brewer 

Feb 14 at 2.30 Grand Hotel, West Hartlepool 1” 

Epmoxvsox, Joun Bexson, Roosebeck, nr Ulverston, Lancs, 
Farmer Feb 14 at 11.30 Of ec, 16, Cornwallis st, 
Barrow in Furness 

Ex.is, James, Seay, Baker Feb 14 at 11 Off Rec, 8, 


st, try 
Farrag, Waiter Cotoxer, Heysham, Lancs Feb 12 at 
11.45 Off Rec, 13, Winckle o} Preston 
Fest, Wituam Epwa Commercial Traveller 
Feb 12 at 11.30 Red Lion Hotel, High st, Bedford 
Gorr, Groner, Stoke u Trent, Staffs, Earthenware 
Manufacture: 


Bavust, Farp, 
Baldwin 


pon 
r Feb 12 at 12 Off Rec, King st, New- | 


Govatr, Samuge Tuomas, 8t Quintin ay, Ladbroke grove, 
Feb 14ati2 Bankru bldgs, Carey st 
mat Joszrn, Salford, Lancs, Beer stadlies Feb 12 at 
Off Ree, Byrom st, Manchester 
, a+ Heaserr, Blackheath , Kent, Manufacturing 
— Feb 13 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster 


seamen Rossat Moors, Latchmere rd, Lavender hill, 
os — Feb 12 at 2.30 Bankruptcy 


wr ee Sie Pemberton rd, Harringay, Commer- 


cial Traveller Feb 12 at 12 Bankiuptey bidgs, Carey st 
Mites Anravn, Rashleigh Mills, Wemb'rorihy, 
Miller Feb 13 at 1030 Off 


Exeter 
Movupsx, Joux, Grove Hill, a Wilts, Market 
Gardener Keb 12 at 3 Off Rec, 38, Regent circus, 


Noata, Jaugzs, Leeds, Painter Feb 12 at 11 Off Rec, 24, 
Bond st, Leed 


Ly 
Pas, Henry Epwarp, Sketty, nr Swansea, Grocer Feb 
318 at12 Off Rec, 31, Al rd, 8 i 





Park, Joux Hocarts, Slyne, nr Lancaster, Farmer Feb 12 
at 11,39 Off Rec, 13, Wi st, Preston 
‘ord, Ireland, srd Feb 13 at 11 


Rice, Hexry Davin, Carlton Colville, Suffolk, Builder 
Feb 16 at 12.30 Off Ree, 8, King « ’ Norwic 

Roseats, Percy Morton, Birkbeck 

_ Architect Feb i3 at bt) ‘ Bankruptey 

Saw, Joux Srzycez, Eastbourne Feb 12 at 1 B 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Gurren Cuanizs Wiw.iam, Southwell, Notts, Hotel Pro- 


‘ottin 
Sravure, Haznis, Petherton rd, Canonbury, Stick 
Mounter Feb i2at11 Bankruptcr bidgs, Carey st 
S@revans. Cuaaizs Ricnanp, Queen Victuria st, Solicitor 
Feb 17 toll Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
= 5 ay ~ 1 Clerk Feb 12 
mares 
Weamaann Epwaap Beet, Tickhill, nr Rotherham, 
¥. Publican Feb 13 at-12 -Off- Rec , Pigtree ln, | 


‘Wuitiock, Percy Epwarp, Frome, Somerset, Cycle Agent 
Feb 12 at 14.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 


- Feb 12 at 11 Off Reo, 4, Castle pl, Park st, | 





st, Bristol 
Wires, Jous Wii™ Croydon, Builder Feb 14 at 12 132, 
. Fork rd, Westminster Brid 


Devon, | 
Bedford circus, | 











Wittams, Hesry Cowtey, Moss Side Site, Siieteces, Sale3- 
man Feb 12at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Wiis, Faanx, Coventry, Cycle Agen! Feb 12 at 11 

8, High st, , Coventry 
Beaty Hm Tailor Feb 14 at 11,30 


1Ls0oN, Joux, Redh 
Wixpesayx, WituiaM Lispow, New Brighton, Chester, 


132, York rd, Westmi 


Licensed Victualler Feb 13 at 11.39 Off Rec, Byrom | 


st, Manchester 
Wourereck, Heaman C, Edinburgh mans, Victoria st 
Feb 17 at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Woop, GC, Broad st avy Feb 13 at 1 Deaksugtes bldgs, 
Carey at 
London Gasette.—Faipay, Feb. 7. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
ae anper, J W, & Co, Long In, Aldersgate st, Picture 
ostcard Dealers High Court Pet Oct 21 Ord Feb 3 
pre... Heyry James, Andover, Hants, Builder Salis- 
bury Pet Feb 4 Feb 4 
App.esy, Ropeat Tomas, Clifton st, Derby, Beerhouse 
Keeper Derby Pet Feb4 Ord Feb4 
Baitey, Caartes P, Birmingham, Baker Birmingham 
Pet Jan 10 Ord Feb 3 
Barre, Rotanp Tuompsox, Newcastle under Lyme, Staffs, 
Fishmonger Hanley Pet Feb5 Ord Feb5 
Bares, coat Bedford, Cycle Factor Bedford Pet Feb 5 
Barnes, Bpwix Fareuax, Uxbridge rd, Basbel's Bush, 
Grocer Brentford Pet Jan10 Ord Feb 
— ~~ au, Joux, Denby, nor Hudderstield, Blacksmith 
Huddersfield Pet Feb 3 has Feb 3 
Boorn, oem ALBERT tefract, Yorks, Licensed | 
Victualler Wakefield Pet Feb S ‘Ord Feb 5 
Bowmas, Eanxest Roseat, peenen, Norfolk, Farmer 
Norwich Pet ~s = Feb 
CanTaEL., Jouny, rd, aii 
Labwwat Gataitt Fe et Feb 5 Ord eS igh me 
CARLYLE grove, Kensington urt 
Pet Got 10 Ord Feb 6 
Cony, Eaxest nem, Kent, Grocer Rochester Pet 
Feb5 Ord Feb5 
Cave, W Francis, Lauderdale mans, Ma‘da Vale, 
Builder High Court Pet Jan16 Ord Feb 3 
Conon, Tene ingham Birmiogham Pet Feb 5 | 
r 


e 
Davies, Jonn Asapa,and WILiiam pons Davies, Bryn y 
Faner, Treboeth, Swansea, Builde Swansea Pet 
| Feb4 Ord Feb 4 
Denino, Tuomas Henay Taickey, Epeatetvany 28, Kilburn 
High Court Pet Feb5 Ord F 
Fiemay, G MoLgop, New gouthgate, , ae Edmon- 
ton PetJan8 Ord Feb 
Fry, Ropert Grorce tay Tunbridge Wells, Grocer 
Tanbridge woome Pet Jan17_ Ord Feb 4 
Guy, Fexp, wn, Ringwood, Southampton, Market 
Gardener ebay Pet Feb i Ord Febi 
Hastewoop, Crarsxce, Larkhill, Biackburn, Surgeon 
Blackburn Pet Feb1 Ord feb1 
Haviey, Joux Grerexwoop, Brighouse, Yorks, Cotton 
Spinner Halifax Pet Dec39 Ord Feb3 
Heappoy, Wituiam Henay, and Dororay Heappox, 
Swansea, Confectioners Swansea Pet Feb 4 Ord Feb 4 
Benseet, Wicuram Smita, Alexandra rd, Wimbledon 
| Surrey Pet Oct 26 Ord Feb 4 
Hicxson James bsg a Foreman Joicer Gt Grimsby 
Pet Feb5 Ord Feb5 
| Hounonen, Hex La om Glam, Builder Pontypridd 
Feb5 Feb 
Hoxwiway, Groras | 1 a Lingdale, Yorks, Cycle Dealer | 
Stockton on Tees Pet Feb4 Ord Feb 4 
| Humenery, Wi.itam Foye Colehiil 
House Decorator High Court Pet Fe 


u, Underground 


lham, 
Ord Feb 3 


ank. | sree 5 James, Soathowram, Yorks, Suseryanen Halifax 


eb3 Ord Feb8 
Sui Artaus, Wolviston, Durham, Farmer Stockton 
on Tees Pet Feb3 Ord Feb3 


Jones, Hues, Br)ntawel, tae, Carnarvon, Labourer | 
Conwil 
Farmar Carm: Pet Feb 4 Ord Feb 4 
uilder 
Lee, Arrsve, Haltwhwtle, Northumberland, Solicitor 
Carlisle 
Pet Feb 4 


| Jan 23 Ord Feb5 
Bangor Pet Feb4 Ord Feb 
| Jonzs, Wiutiam, Ca#meinon, Elvit, Carmarthsn, | 
| Kwtit, Jonn Davey, Itfracombe, Barnstaple | 
Pet Feb3 Ord Feb3 
ay wah Ord Feb 3 
| Leoxn, Joum Pans Ont Feb 4 Cricklewood, Draper High Court 
| Lowas James, Kent, Farmer 
Tunbridge Walls Pel Feb 8 Ped Fees 





Jewevt, Samvet Witi1am, Bodmin, Cornwall Truro Pet | | 


Wisow, Farpericx Wit.14m, Bradford, Tanner Marchi4 Westwood & Howe, Braifon 
Wi.sow, Mary Tueresa, Bradford March 14 Westwood & Howe, Bradford 


| Manxs, Seprriuvs, Austin Friars, Commission Agent 
High Court Pet Dec18 Ord Feb5 
| Maso, Moszs Wit.iau, Nottingham, Lace Manufasturer 

Nottingham Pet Feb5 Ord Feb5 

| MrTome.t, ae Rosxet, North Tawton, Devon, Poultry 
D Plymouth Pet Feb5 Ord Feb 5 

howe] zorce, Lee, Kent, Traveller High Cour: 
Pet Dec? Ord Feb5 

for — Ricaarp, Leeds, Painter Leeds Pet Feb1 


| Patuers, Ricaarp eas Notti ‘“~} esate Court 
ailiff Nottingham 


Feb3 Ord F 
Pickenrina, Epwarp ee,  pradhoe upon Tene, Northum- 
berland Newcastle on Pet Nov 29 Ord Feb5 
“Pirte, Henry JonarTuay, = 3s Heath, ur Birmingham, 
Builder Birmiog Feb4 Ord Feb4 
| Powatt, wean, RANDALL on Aatuos Srasies, Traff vd 
r Manchester, Timber Merchants Salford Pet 
| Feb d "Ord Feb 4 
Wornicker, Joun Georaz, West Bergholt, Essex, Builder 
Colchester Pet Feb4 Ord Feb 4 
Riepv, Toomas Heney, New Tredegar, Mon, Collier 
Tredegar Pet Feb 5’ Ord Feb5 


Sanexant, Caapies Ricnaap, Stonehouse, Devon, Kefresh- 
ment House -, oo with Pet Feb3 Ord Feb3 
Surra, Geoaes, Surrey, Draper Kinyston, 


Surrey Pet Robt. "Ord Feb 4 

Gesane,J Henry ridge, Devon, Solicitor Plymouth 
Pet Jan2 Ord Feb 

einman Lary Ashton in Makerfield, Lancs, Coal Dealer 
Wi Pet Feb 5 oe Feb 5 

Tartine, ALFRED, Kings, Glos, "Builder 
Cheltenham Pet Feb4 Mord Feb 4 

| Tazvor-Jones, Many Caraeaine, Dorchester, Costumier 

Dorchester Pet Feb3 Ord Feb3 

| Tome Oe E, Union ct, Old Broad st, Merchant 

Teak, Taox. 


Court Pet Dec 13 Ord Jan 3 
Victualler Chester 
et Jan 22 Ord Feb3 


Chester, 
Ware, Farpeaice Wituiam, Gt Gta » House Furnish-r 
rimsby Pet Feb4 Ord Feb4 
Witurams, Jonn Epwaagp, Pentrebach, Merth 5 hy 
Co’ Winder Merthyr Tydfil et Feb 3 





Ord Feb 3 
Wituams, Joan Wittiam, Moseley, Worcester, Smel'er 
Birmiagha: 


m PetFeba Ord Feba 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Atexanper, J W, & Co, Aldersgate st, Picture Tos Card 
Dealers’ Feb 17 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
| Bart, Hugo Eangst, Kiddlestich, Uttoxeter, 8, wOattle 
Dealer Febi5atil Off Rec, 47, Fall st, Derby 
| Berreaiver, James, -— ALFRED FEATHERSTONE, Upper 
Parkstone, Poole, Dorset, Builders Feb 17 at 4,30 
Messrs Curtis & Son, 42, S Station i. Poole 
| Biees, Grorur Wituax, Cowes, I of W, Marine Store 
Dealer Feb 17 at 2.30 Off Rec, 67, High st, Cowes, 
) 
Bowman, Eaxzst Rosert, Hapton, pean Farmer 
Feb 17 at 12.80 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norw 
Boss, Knonet ee m Rabon Hore Norwich, Baker Feb 15 
at 12 ing st, 


Bors, i Swarr ned J a Wail Pa Bor, Skewen, nr ¥ one 
per el 
31, lam, Dealers in 


| CARLYLE, F, Cam 4 arore, Kensington Feb 18 at 1 

| Cave, W Fearcis, tacderdale mans, Maids Vale, Builder 
eb 18 at 11 “Bankruptcy 0 bg 7 y 

| Corzmax, Faepenick, Tue’ verpool Feb 17 at 2.30 





Ree, Victoria io ol 
Cook, Tuomas, ‘Gloucester, ealer Febl5ati12 Off 
Station rd, G! 
Cases! HABLES WiLiaM, ot State Feb 15 at 11,30 
8t Mary’s chwbrs, Gt 


essTer, Leeds, Uycle Agent Feb 17 at 2.30 

Ex.1s, Eva, bey hay a, ¥ aa 17 at 3.90 

Olf Ree, P bra, Pontyprid: 

| Erues, Shay Senet Joux, Park av a Tottenham, 
Dairyman Febi8ati2 14, Bedford ro 

| Exxon, dng gg am Feb 18 at rf Off Rec, 4, 


Evaxs, ok Taumas, Troedyrhiw, Glam, Hawker Feb 
18 at 2.30 Off Rec, County Court, Townhall, Merthyr 
| Everson, James, Merth: 


Ty4fil, ae Feb 18 at3 Of 
| @oomm Ucane Manan {pswich hee 21 at 2 Off Ree, 36, 


| GorsTigg, Heme Farnley Hey, Faraley Tyas, nr Hudders- 


Dorvinin, 





Jouy 








rd 


rent 
arer 


ltry 


ebl 
ourt 
»o 

AID, 


T wd 
Pet 


i\der 
lier 
resh- 
feb 3 
ston, 
rath 
ealer 
ilder 
mier 
hant 
ester 
ish-r 


y ifll, 
‘eb 3 


el' er 


Card 
attle 
Ipper 

3.30 
Store 
owes, 
mer 
2b 15 


eath, 
Ree, 


at 1 


t 2.30 
| Off 
11,30 


c, 96, 
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field, Farmer Feb 17 at 2 The Huddersfield Incor- 
porated L vw Society’s Room, Imperial arcade, New st, 


Garver, Taomas, Little York st, Bethnal Green, — 
Maker Feb 18 at 9.39 Baukruptey bid .0 
Growse, Wittram Henay, Salisbury ‘ouse, NE 
, Secretary to Companies Feb 1 17 at 2.30 Bank- 
raptey bldge, b ng b 
san Gaeeet rimsby, General Dealer Feb 15 
atil Of He 


8t pA s chmbrs, Gt Grimsby 
Sunpenien, 4 _W, Parliament Hill mans, Hi 
rd, Kentish Town Feb 18 at 12 Bankruptcy 


ouse, Yorks, Cotton 


Carey st i 
Harizy, Jon® Grezxwoop, B 
County Court House, Prescott 


Spinner Feb 18 at 12 
at, Halifax 
Huswpaery, Wittiam Tomas, Colehill gdns, Fulham, 
House Decorator Feb 19 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 
Jacxsoy, James, Southowram, York, Quarryman Feb 18 
at 11.45 Coutity Cours House, Prescott st, Halifax 
Jouxsox, Matraew Marte, Woodgate, Loughborough, 
Licensed Victualler Feb i li-ab la Off Reo, 
Berridge st, Leicester 


Jours, Wituas, Cwmeinon, Conwil Elvet, Carmarthen, 
Farmer Feb 15 at 1139 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, 
Carmarthen 


Joy, Hexay James, Poole, Dorset, Cycle Dealer Feb 17 at 
2.30 Messrs Curtis & Son, 42, Station rd, Poole 

Luorp, Joun Pasay, Odieklewood, Draper Feb 19 at 12 
Bankruptcy bildgs, Car 

Lopar, reo Sun ierland, Butcher Feb 18 at 230 Of 

Manor pl, Sunderland 

Marks, Shs Fordwych rd, Hampstead, Tailor Feb 17 
atll Bankruptcy bidgs, Garey st 

Norra, James Ricnarp, Leeds, Pulnter Feb 17at1t Off 
Rec, 24, Bond st, 

O.pHam, Tuomas Lawtox, Salford, Lancs, sn animmaae 
Feb 15at11 Off xec, Byrom st, Manch 

Osuenop, Horeate, Norden, or Rochdale. Beerseller 
Feb 18 at 11.15 Townhall, Rochdale 

Owens, A bag my Fenyersig, Glam, Builder Feb 17 at 3 
Off Rec, Post Office chmbrs, Pontypridd 

PexDLeTox, Groercs Epuvnp, Fallowfield, Manchester, 
Plumber Febi7at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Piexey, Epwarp, Norwich, Bricklayer Feb 17 at 12 Off 
Re:, 8, King st, Norwich 

Sgorr, "Tuomas owarp, Ashted, Birmingham, Beer 
Retailer Feb 18 at 11.30 191, Corporation st, Birming- 
ham 

Srerazxs, Hewry, Perranporth, Perranzabuloe, Cornwall, 

peater Feb 15 atii Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 

Taomas, Joun, Pontardulais, Glam, Grocer Feb 18 at 12 
Off Rec, 81, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Tucker, FRANK Henay, Bournemouth, Boarding House 
Proprietor Feb 15 at 11.15 Messrs Curtis & son, 158, 
Old TShristohurch rd, Bournemouth 

Usnea, Frances, Luton Ran 17 at 12 Chamber of Com- 
merce, 29, King st, 

WitiiaMs, Henay Jouy, Coch hir, Liandidein‘olen, Car- 
narvon, Quarryman Feb 17 at12 Cryp: chmbrs, East- 
gate row, Chester 

Woo.rorp, Harey, Cinderford, Glos, Collier Feb 15 at 3 
Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 

Wricat, Wruuram, Nuneaton, Warwick, Build-r Feb 18 
atil Off Rec, 'g, High st, ‘Coventry 

Youxc, Hzrseat Anraus, Swindon, Grocer Feb 17 at 3 
Of Rec, 33, Regent circus, Swindon 

London Gazette.—Turspay, Jan, 11. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Asem, Wittiam, Haugh Shaw, Halifax, Oil Merchant 
Halifax Pet Feb6 Ord Feb 6 

Arxiy, Ropsat, Bruvston , Lincs, Farmer Lincoln 
Pet Feb 7 Ord Feb7 

Bexrox, Watse, Colley rd, Gi hill Norwood, 
Builder High Court Pet Feb 10 Grd eb 10 

Buspey, Wituram Isaac, Fleet, | perme ti Builder 
Guildford Pet Feb5 Ord Feb 

Buss, Wituiam Hewry, Eavision, Coventry, Dairyman 
Coventry ie nah Ord Feb 

Ooarz, Carats, Plymouth ted House Keeper Ply- 
mouth Pet Feb8 Ord Feb 8 

Crowrner, ALFrep, Middlesbr: Sed eb 1 Yorks, Rolleyman 
Middlesbrough Pet Feb7 

Dicxtnsox, Faanx, Leasey Bri nr hem 
ad, Herta, Farmer 8t ‘Sinwes sm 15 Ord 
Jan 17 











Fousten, Hatry ree Ay peda Kent, Muller 
Rochester b 6 Ord Feb 

Govetay, Pesoy, grove pk, Chiswick Breatford Pet 
Feb5 Ord Feb5 

Gazenwoop, James, Ra’ 
dile Pet Feb? Ord Feb 7 

Harper, Ricaasp Beaumont, bf 
Joiner Hud Por Fest Ont Ord Feb 7 

Harvey, Taowas Dedineth, Warwick, Coal Dealer 
Coventry Pet Feb6 Ord Feb6 

HuGaes, Jous Esexezen, Ashford, Kent, Builder Canter- 
bury Pet Feb 6. Ord Feb 6 

Ievess, O G, Penton Hook, Staines Pipa: Court Pet Dee 
30 Ord Feb 7 


Kersn, ALTER, K Phonograph Dealer 
Ki upon Hull rare. Ord Feb 6 

— Craton Joszrrn Manis, Bradford, Teacher of 

Bradford Pet Feb 8 oS Feb 8 
Lan, Jona I” sratmemouth, Boarding House 
Pet Jani6 Ord Feb7 -- 

Litur, Apam Epwarp, and Taomas Eowarp Jayxixe, 
Portsm , Timber Merthan ts° Portsmouth an 
23 Ord Feb7 

Memory, —% rs weame. at Alben, Cabinet Maker 8t 
Albans Ord F 


an 21 A 

Bid, “at Jobn's rd . Clapham, Restaurant 

eeper Wandsworth Pet Dec19 Ord Feb 6 

Mortis, Caantes Hexay Se.woop, , Grocer 
Greenwich Pet Feb5 Ord Feb 5 

Netsox, Ropert Witt14m, Rashden, Northampton, Grocer 
Northampton Pet Feb6 Ord Febé 

Nionotts, Jouy, Fazakerley, Liverpool, yeatone Liver- 
pool Pet Feb7 Ord ‘eb 7 

Riesy, Witutam, Farn . Lanes, Collier "Boltoa Pet 
Feb8 Ord Feb8 


Rogess, Rosert A.vBEat, Pas lien, Denb'gh, Grocer 
Wrexham Pet Feb6 Feb 6 


Meratti, 
K 


Ro.t, Jonn Wivuian, Worm Nd Edge, Glos Barn- 
staple Pet Nov25 Ord Feb7 
Barat, Aarnus Witt, Notts, Printer 


een. 
Nottingham ——S Ord Feb 7 
Surra, pores Ki av, West Ealing, Outfitter 
Brentford Pet Feb 7 Ord Feb 7 
Srarroap, , &- Bredbury Cheshire, Yeast Dealer 
Stockport Pet Feb? Ord Keb 7 
Taomas, Josera, Cornbrook ~ ot RS General Carrier 
Salford Pet Feb6 Ord Feb6é 
— fash CT a Leicester, Grocer Leicester Pet 
7 


Uewis, Caantes Witttam, Moss Side. Eemeten, Confee. 

tioner Salford Pet Feb6 Ord Feb 

bahar = §* ’, pom Preston, Lancs Preston Pet Feb 7 
Or 


Waire, Frepeetck Jonx, Wiaodsor, Butcher Windwr 
Pet Feb6é i Feb 6 
Wisox, BanJamin, Batley, Y: Woollen Magufacturer 


Dewsbury Pet Feb 6 0nd Fel b 6 
Wneess Coorga, & Co, Lime st, Merchants High Court 
et Jan 25 Ord Feb 10 
Seaman po Waketield, Tailor Wakefield Pet 
Feb 6 Ord Feb 6 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
— bee Branston Booths, Lincs, Farmer Feb 20 
Off Rec, 81, Sirver st, Lincoin 
meen Bi. Pekoy, Bum , Baker Feb 21 at 
12.30 191, Corporatioa st, Birming’ ham 
Buugs, 7 Tuomas, Eastbourne, 9 Feb 24 at 2.3) 
Clarendon Restaurant, Bro \dway, Tunbridge Wells 
Bagnes, Eowis Freeman, Uxbridge ri, Shepherd’s Bush, 
Feb 19 at 12 ‘14 Bediora row 
Bexron, Waxree, Colly rd, Gipsy Hill, Builder Feb 21 at 1 
Bankru ruptcy bldgs, 
a, Epwin_Avssrt, Pontefract, Yorks, Licensed 
Victualler Feb 21 at 11.39 Elephant Hotel, Market 
pl, Pontefract 
Basrenwasee, Ts New Bridge, Wirksworth, Pats, 
Baker Feb 20at230 Off Rec, 47, Fall st, Derby 
Bupp, Harey oem East Grinstead Feb 24 at 8.45 
on Restaurant, Broad (mer gy > neta Wells 
Buspey, Wituras Isaac, Fleet, Southam: Builder 
Feb 21 at3 132, York rd, Westmioster 
Osst ees » Kent, Grocer Feb 24 at 12 15 
1 st, 
Cotzpeoox, Taomas, Fleetwood, Lancs, Fish Oil oop 
facturer Feb 19 at 11.3) Off Rec, 13, Winckley st 


Preston 
Coxon, Frances, Birmingham Feb 24 at 12,30 191, Cor- 
poration st, Birmingham 


. Lanos, Drysatter Rosh- | 
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Davies, Jons Asipn, ani Wittiaw Lvoas Davies 
“Faner, Builders Feb 21 at 12 ‘Onaeret 


, Broniesbury rd, Kil- 
12 Geosea, Gutiemiuane Teeatee’ | ea 
Feb 20 at 3.15 County : 
MoLwp, Warwick ri, New Southgate, 
New: PM Dnt ae iy OE 
%, Boch tor 


206 a Tuabeid re Well eid 
Clare adon Restaurant, - "Broadway, 


Genes, one Josern, 1, fettont, Rasret, Oe Grocer Feb2e 
at2 


Hensear, “Wicks Coast Oilers, Hig ot Leiaes Feb 19 at 118) 
132, York rd, Westminster E 


Dexisoe, Tuomas 
bara Feb 21 
Dopwe.t, Heser Geo: 





Ho.sors Bry Cross Inna at, Gi 
"Balle (or Feb 2) at 10.90 ‘Of Re, arb 
Howutbay, Groner Rovert, Daaler 
Feb 2) at 11,30 hg era eet 


Ievers, O G, Penton Feb 20 at 12 ak- 


ruptey “on” 
Isuam, Geosce ‘Weessee, Brackley, Butcher Feb 2) at 12 
seit Aldates, Oxford 
Seaum Arrava, Wolviston Darham, Farmer Feb 2) at 
ll Off Rec. 8, Albert rd, 


cores Taomas, Joiner Feb 2) at 11 
fn, Albort hoo 
| Sanne Jous Davey, Feb 26 at 3.15 


mania, Cochin Josepa Maate, —, tage of 
Feb og Duke st, 


aS Oe Recs Rec, Castle chimbrs. 6 oa st, 





21 at lt 
Lamoeart, Frank Wic1tam, Sheffield, fic Feb 19 at 12 
Off Bee, in, : 

Lan, Asstes, } pry eae, Solicitor Feb 19 ab 
wis Exvest, Laton, on Hat Manu- 

Feb 20 at 11 Court baase, Li 
colwright Feb2).at 

Stockport 


Lieatroot, 
facturer 


L , Witttam Epwarp, Grocer Feb 
0 at 11.30 Off Rec, Castle chmbra, 6, Vernon st, 


Kent, Farmer Feb 24 at 3. 
merino =F , Tanbridge Wells 


Seermus. Austia F Commission ant 
Mannsh 20 et 11 Bankr bigs, 0 4¢ 


Lowes, - oa aw 


» Lor mses u Restau-, 
Mera Tel a at 23F 188, York ide Week, 
— 
« G e Heway Watten, 
Mooreh 22 at 19.30 Of Reo, 8, King Norwich” yaa 
Morrett, Arruvr, Nook, 
Proprietor Feb 20 at il Off Ree, "Onstie ebb 


ensay 
Mor deka exry Ssiwoop, Blackheath, Grocer 
Feb 21 at 12 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 
a Geosae, Lee, ate Traveller 19 at 
Noaton, Wi.t14M, ” Feb 20 at 4 County 
Court 





7 
Owen, Groner Bev iae, iin, Warwick, Farmer 
0 te a8 11.90 ate Nottingham, County Court 
marD Hewry, 
Aueailiff “Heb 19 at 11, Of Reo, 4, Castle pl, Park et, 
P. Epwarp Herry, Prudhoe 2, North. 
eae ee pcb ipat il" Of Heo, 98, Mouey a, Now 


castle on 
Pirrs, argent at ora oe en. 


ler Feb 2) at 11 “Off Ree, Albert rd, 
Rone 8 = ene, Dae Feb 22 at 1.15 Of 


8 T, CHARLES ao. Stonehou Refresh- 
AMment House Keeper Feb 9 at 12°7, B ter, 


Surra, i, Fork nd, Westin a Feb 10 at = 
Surrox, Fuomsa, Acces Lanes, Cal Dialer 
Heb 20 at 


3 19, Tachange ot Bilton 


Paoves, po Soe 
Furniture 
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Taatiwo, Atreep, Chariton Kings, Glos, Builder Feb 20 
at 4.30 County Court b Cheltenham 

Troroaoon, Groror Ronerr, Biggleswade, Dealer Feb 19 
at3 Off st, Nor pton 

Tvnyza, Atrazy E, Union ct, Old Broad st, Merchant 
Feb 19 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Tuaxgr, Tomas. Chester, Licensed Victualler 
at12 Crypt chambers, Eestgate row, Chester 


Ware, Frepeaice Writs, Gt Grimsby. House Furnisher 
Feb 19 at 11 Off Rec, St Mary’s chambers, Gt Grimsby | 
RN@stT ABNALL, | 


Wattwonts, Fraxcis James, and Encar 
Birmingham, Engineers Feb 20 at 12.30 191, Corpor- 
ation st, Birming 

Wirtrame, Atexanpen Faraxcts, Canterbury, Plumber 
Feb 19 at 10.30 Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, Canterbury 

Wiitrams, Joux Epwaxp, Pentrebach, Merthyr Tydfil, 
Colliery Winder Feb 2i ati2 Off Rec, County 
Court Town Hall, Merthyr Tydfil 

bis > Joux Witttam, Moselev, Worcester, Smelter 

24 at 11.80 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Wicrsams, Thowas, Brynmorgan Cottage, nr Y+talyfera, 

Glam, Labourer Feb 21 at 11.30 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra 


wansea 
Witmay, Writram Breeetr Proctor, Silverdale, Lancs, 
Licensed Victualler Feb 19 at 31.45 Off Rec, 13, 
Winckley st, Preston 
Wrxcorr, Coorgr, & Co, Time st, Merchants Feb 19 at 2.39 
ptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Worsarp, Artave, Wakefield, Tailor Feb 2iat11 Off 
ec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 
Wornickes, Joux Groror, West Bergholt, Essex, Builder 
Feb 2 at 11 Cups Hotel, Colchester 





R. BLAKE ODGERS, K.C., Gresham 

Professor of Law, will deliver FOUR LECTURES 

in Gresham. College, Basinghall.street, E.C., on February 

18, 19, 20, and 21, at Six pm. Subject: ‘The Relation 

7 Law and Morality’ Admission Free to Men and 
‘omen. 


C. WHITHAM, Solicitors’ AUDITOR 
e and COSTSMAN.—56, Wellclose-mount, Leeds. 


OSTS.— DAVID DENTON, COSTS 
DRAUGHTSMAN, 74, Barringt(n-rcad, London, 

N., experienced in preparation of COSTS for taxation and 
for delivery to cliente during twenty years. Terms moderate. 


AW PRACTICE.—To be Dispored of at 


once, the Office and Furniture of a Conveyancing 
Boliciter retiring after many years’ practice in a Borvugh 
on the Fast Coast; a gocd opportunity for a young Solicitor 
iitted for Advocacy in the County and Magiste: ial Courts; 
tufficient businees guaranteed to pay office expenses.— 
ppply to Mersrs, Hoorer & Son, 69, Ludgate-hill, London, 














AW. — GumatT —Y In iG. — For prompt 
t. f the foll: 
= ~ oad cen en 0; e following 


Abstrncts Copied 4, 4. 0 8 per sheet. 
Briefs and Drafts ooo ooo 

Deeds Round Hand _se,, 
Deeds Abstracted eee 


PAPER.—Foolacap, 14. 
Parchment, 1s. 64. to Sa. 64. 
KERB & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C. 


AW COSTS.—Testimonial: ‘Aug. 30th, 
1907.—Mr. HARCOURT SMITH has just completed 

the drafting of a complicated bill «f costa in the winding 
up of a cunsidenable estate to our entire satisfaction, and 
we have no hesitation in recommending him to other 
members of our profession for similar work.”— Apply, 
Harcourt Smita, Partcership Agent, &c., 61, Chancery- 

lop. 








Friest and Second Floor Offices, over an 
- ~ old-established Firm of Auc ieneers, To Let; con- 
y 4) corner posit 
apply Lrorotp Faumer 
read, Kilbura, N.W, 





in a thickly-popuiated 1. cality.— 
& Sons, Auctioneers, 61, High- 


Feb 19 


ST. JOHN’S HOSPITAL 


FOR DISEASES OF THE SKIN (incorporated). 


In-Patient Department, Uxbridge Road, W. 
Offices and Out-Patient ment, 
LEICESTER SQUARE, W.C. 
President: THE EARL OF CHESTERFIELD. 


r ; LORD 8TANLEY. 
Vic: Presidents } @f2 EDWARD SASSOON, Br., M.P. 
Treasurer: GUY PYM, Esq. 

This Institution was founded in 1863, and is the only 
specially constructed Skin Hospital in London. Number of 
patients yearly, 8,000 ; ber of attendances, 36,000. 

FREE TO THE 





NECESSITOUS POOR. 


HELP IN DONATIONS AR®D LEGACIES | 


URGENTLY NEEDED. 
Bankers: London and Westminster Bank, Limited, 
St, James’s-square, 8.W. 


Secretary-fuperintendent: GEO. A. ARNAUDIN. 


REEVES & TURNER, 
LAW BOOKSELLERS AND PUBLISHERS. 


Libraries Valued or Purchased. 


Large Stock of Second-hand Reports and Text-bocks 
always on Sale. 





3, Bream’s Bulidings, Chancery Lane, &.C., 
FORMERLY OF 100, OHANOERY LANE AND CAREY STREET, 





DEATH DUTIES. 
Just published, Fourth Edition, , price 186., c'oth ; 
cash, 14s. 60.; postage 5d. extra. 


AUSTEN-CARTMELL’S FINANCE ACTS, 


1894 to 1907, so far as they relate to the ESTATE 
DUTY andother DEATH DUTIES in England. With 
Notes, Table of Forms, &c. Fourth Edition. By the 
AUTHOR and F. McMULLAN, Barrister-at-Law. 


WILDY & SONS, Lincoln’s-inn-archway, Carey-street, 
London, W.C. 


PHCENIX ASSURANCE COMPANY 


LIMITED. 
EsTaBLisHeD 1782. 


19, Lombard-street, London, E.C. 


Total Assets Exceed- - - <= £7,000,000. 
Claims Paid Exceed - - - = £44,000,000. 


FIRE, LIF&, ACCIDENT, 
Workmen’s Compensation, Fidelity Guarantee, Burglary, &c. 


BRAND’S 
Al 
SOUPS. 


Of all Descriptions. 
Finest Quality only. 
Sold everywhere. 








BRAND & CO., Ltd., MAYFAIR, W. 





\ J ANTED, Numbers 2, 6, and 10 of Vol. 

51 “Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter”’ 
(1906-7) ; 6d, will — for any of the above at the Otfice, 
«7, Chaucery-lane, W.C. 


\ \ J ANTED, at once, owing to Mortgage 
being called in, £500 on Reversion.— Write U. 3¥8, 
at Bhelley’s advertising Offices, Gracechurch-st: eet, E.C. 


_Ode4T2 HILL. — To be Let, Second 

Floor, well-lighted suite of Offices, comprising large 

Claks' Office, capable of sub-diviswn, and ‘Iwo Private 

Offices; mocern building; rent £140 per annum. Also 
other Offices; rents £00 and £30 per annum.—H. 
Ks, 19, Ludgate-hill, #.U. 








Wrest -CLASS SHOP INVESTMENT, 

market position, main Romford-road, Manor Park ; 
six thoroughly well-built end lufty shops, total frontage 
130 feet, with stabling and mews in rear; all let on long 
terms to substantial old-estabiished tradesmen, who repair 
and insure, producing £390 per annum; leases over 70 
years to run, at £18 only on the six; price £6,000.— Details 
of W. E., 582, Streatham High-road, 8.W. 


PQEDFORD ROW (East Side)—To be Let, 

exceptionally quiet and desirable Offices, including 
Suites overlooking Gray's-inn- gardens; electric light; 
moderate rentals. — Apply Messrs. Lanpenr, Brpgtis, & 
Crompron, Architects and Surveyors, 6, Johao-street, Bed- 
ford-row, W.C. 








\ROUND-FLOOR SUITE OF SOLICI- 

TORS’ UFFiCES in the centse of the City; two 

Yartmers', Conveyancing and Ulerks’ Offices, and Basement 

> POssersion When mguired; low rent 200 guineas 

per anuum.—Apply Gusex & Sux, Auctioneers, 17, St. 
Swithin’s-iane, b.', : 


ILL any Solicitor who made a Will for 

Miss Margaret Kiizabeth Turner, who died at 14 

St. Michael’s-road, sto. kwell, 8. W., on the let imet., kindly 
Communicate with Mr, &, Grewapo Onestss, Solicitor, 94, 


Plewington-parts, 5K. . 








Loans by POST, £20 to £5 000 on note 
of hand, without sureties; information and terms 
whatever unless advance made.—Apply, in 


free; no 
‘ Leicester. 


confidence, Taz Mip.axp Discount Co., Lrp., 


ALUABLE FREExXOLD SHOP PLOTS 

for fale; anything from 20 fc. upwards, in important 

public Jape oy Xd te =a Soe my ge 
passin . : oot: 

Sanelaion’ her promt pale Box No. 285, “ Bolicitors’ 

Journal and Weekly Repuster”’ Otfice, 27, Chancery-iane, 





| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
' 
| 





Telephone: 602 Holborn, 
EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 
Founpep m Tae Retox oy Wittiam & Many, 1689, 
ROBE 
MAKERS. 
To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN, 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS 


LEVEB SUITS IN CLOTH @& VELVET, 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & 
CORPORATION § UNIVERSITY GOWNS, 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, 








The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900: 


BY AUTHORITY 


Ev juisite under the above Acts supplied on 
vy birs shortest notice - ee 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use, 
Suage Cestivicates, Desertunes, &c., 
printed. Orriciat Szavs designed 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO, 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &¢, 


49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjéante’ Inn). 


Annua: and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 





THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


(Estastisuzpv 1828), a 

Real and 7 

» and and Life Policies, g 

Advance Money upon these Securities. 5 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £637,526. 

The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to ~ 

30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 





% 


9th CENTURY BUILDING SOCIETY, : 


PLACE, LONDON BRIDGE, E.G, 
£162,000. 


ADELAIDE 
Aesets *« # # 





Cuarnuay a 


Sin HENRY WALDEMAR LAWRENCE, Basr., J.P, © 
2, Mitre-court-buildings, Temple, E.C. 4 
Prompt and Liberal Advances to Purchase, Build, 
me rochold, Leasehold, or ‘ee Property. 
wwers Interest 4 per cent. rg ~ Ry m 
which include Principal, Premium, and In ‘or 
2100: 10 years, £1 1s, 1d.; 12 years, 18s. 4d.; 15 years, 15s, 
epam, 14s. 2d.; 21 years, 12s. 11d. Survey Fee to 


Prospectus free of 


re 


CHARLES A. PRICE, Manager. 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


INTEREST SOCIBTY, Lim 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.QC, 
ESTABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL, £500,000. 
Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED 
LOANS granted thereon. xs 
Interest on Loans may be Oapitaliaed, : 
C. H. CLAYTON, Joint 
¥. H. CLAYTON, 


A. 1. WRIGHT 


(TREADWELL & WRIGHT), 


Legal and General Shortnand Writers and Typl 
BSTABLISHED 1845, ‘ 


88, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.G 


The Shorthand Writer appointed by the ¢ 
in Public and Private Examinations under 
Companies Acts. One of the Official Shorthaa® 
Writers to the Court of Bankruptcy. a 
SHORTHAND and TYPEWRITING 
, at any time, of ind, in a 
aT Sroeiscs ats onnh ous tux exmetguaaios oad Ga 
Dountry Orders for Typewriting despatched same wight 


Telephone No. 4865 Central, 











a ne 














